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ayment of outstanding Treasury notes, toauthor- 
ize a loan, to regulate and fix the duties on im- 
ports, and for other purposes; and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MAYNARD, (at 
three o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, May 1, 1860. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. J. L. Exxiorr. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr.GROW. I desire to ask the consent of the 
House to allow the Committee on Territories to 
report certain bills which they want the House to 
act upon on the days setaside for the consideration 
of territorial business, in order that they may be 
printed, and then recommitted to the committee. 
Then, | want to ask the House to set aside Mon- 
day and Tuesday of next week for territorial 
business, instead of to-morrow and the next day, 
which had been set aside for that purpose by a 
previous order of the House. Though the House 
will obviously be thin to-morrow, I shall be under 
the necessity of calling up that business, unless 
some other days are set apart. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What bills are they? 

Mr. GROW. Bills for the organization of ter- 
ritorial governments for Territories. I desire to 
have the bills printed, and recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. What I want is, that the 
House will allow such bills as the committee will 
ask the action of the House upon during the days 
set aside for the consideration of territorial busi- 
ness to be printéd; and, in order to enable the Clerk 
to keep hisnumbers properly, they should be made 
us reports, ordered to be printed, and then recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not see why they should 
be recommitted, if two or three days are to be set 
apart for the consideration of that territorial busi- 
ness. So far as I am concerned, I am opposed to 
— more territorial governments. 

{r.GROW. I suggest to the gentleman from 
Alabama, as these bills will be presented by the 
Committee on Territories on the days set aside for 
territorial business, wheter it would not be better 
to have them printed before that day, in order that 
gentlemen may be enabled to examine them? 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman proposes 
todo that, the bills must be regularly reported 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. GROW. Unless the House will give the 
committee leave to report the bills, and have them 
printed and recommitted, I shall keep the bills. 
¥ HOUSTON. Well,I shall object to print- 

them. 

fr.GROW. Then I ask the House to set 
aside Monday and Tuesday of next week, instead 
of to-morrow and the next day, for the considera- 
tion of territorial business. 

No objection being made, an order to that effect 
was entered. 

Mr. GROW. I should like to have an order 
of the House to print the — Unless that is 
done, gentlemen will have to take the bills and act 
upon them when they are reported, and without 
having an opportunity to examine them. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Is there any objection to 
having the bills printed? The Chair hears no 
objection. ; 

r. BINGHAM. [ ask leave to have printed, 
under that order, a territorial bill relative to cer- 
tain statutes in New Mexico, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not understand that 
consent has been given, as yet, to print any bills. 
I object to the printing of any bills, unless they 
are referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GROW. I made the request to the House 
to have the bills printed, and I understood that 
leave was granted. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; I objected. 

Mr. GROW. Then I wish to give notice to the 
House that if objection is made to printing the 
bills, they will be reported to the House when the 


day for territorial business comes, and gentlemen |) 


cannot complain that the committee has not given | 
them all the information in their power. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to the 
printing of those bills. 

Mr. GROW. That is all I ask. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why cannot the gentleman | 
report the bills, and let them go upon the Cal- 
endar? 

Mr. GROW. Because the chairman of the 
committee prefers to take his own course. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And the gentleman from 
Alabama prefers to take his own course. 

Mr. THAYER. I desire to give notice that I 
shall move a substitute for each of the bills for the 
organization of Territories whenever they are 
reported. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask leave of the House 
to reporta bill for the purpose of having it printed, 
and referred back to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [I object to that, too. Ido 
not understand why bills should be printed and 
referred back unless it be to give them an advant- 
age over other bills and other business of the 
House; and that I am opposed to. 

Mr. GROW. I willstate to the gentleman from 
Alabama that I do not know of any territorial | 
business upon the Calendar, so that there can be 
no advantage given to these bills. 





Mr. HOUSTON. Ifa bill is kept in commit, 
tee, when it is reported to the House the previous 
question can be called upon it without the oppor- 
tunity of investigation or debate. If itis referred 
to the Committee of the Whole, it is subject to 
some debate before it can be taken out of com- 
mittee. 


Mr. GROW. 


I have shown no disposition to 


force action upon important measures without dis- | 


cussion, and I do not desire to act otherwise in 
reference to territorial business. 


PRESIDENT’S PROTEST. 
Mr. HICKMAN. Theresolution reported by 


the Committee on the Judiciary upon the Presi- 
dent’s protest was, upon my motion, postponed 
until to-day, for the purpose of giving certain gen- 
tlemen, who were obliged to be absent fora time, 
opportunity for discussion. As those gentlemen 
are still absent, and as I desire that they should 


be heard, I propose now to ask a further post- | 


ponement of that business until Wednesday of 
next week, the 9th of the present month. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest that the French 
spoliation bill is the special order for that day. - 

Mr. HICKMAN. I understood there was no 
special order for that day. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The French spoliation bill 
was postponed until that day, but it was not made 
the special order. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
the position of the bill. 

r. HICKMAN. Ido not wish to interfere 
with that bill, and I would not. I suggest, then, 
the next day, Thursday, 

No objection being made, the further consider- 
ation of the said report was postponed to Thurs- 
day of next week. 


OLD SOLDIERS’ PENSION BILL. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill granting pensions to the officers 


I may be mistaken as to 


and soldiers of the war of 1812, and of the Indian | 


wars of, and prior to, the same period; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move the reference of the 
bill to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think it has been custom- 
ary to refer bills of that character to the Commit- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and I think this bill 
ought to go where the others have been sent, 

r. MAYNARD. I will say that the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions have this subject un- 








der consideration, as I am informed, and I prefer 
that this bill should be referred to them for their 
consideration. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The bill does not propose 
to grant invalid pensions at all, and the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions have nothing to do with it. 


Mr. MAYNARD. The Committee on Invalid 


| Pensions had charge of this subject last Congress, 


and reported a bill upon the matter. I believe the 
same is true of the previous session of Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I prefer that the bill should 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I know that at least one 
bill upon this general subject has been referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions; and Lam in- 
formed by members of that committee that they 
have that subject under consideration and investi- 
gation. That is the reason why I moved a refer- 
ence to that committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to refer the bill to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. I think the 
gentleman ought to let it go there under the cir- 
cumstances. 


Mr. MAYNARD. This subject has heretofore 


| been referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions; and that committee reported a bill upen it 
last Congress. 

The question being on Mr. Hovston’s motion 
to refer to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HOUSTON called for a division. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I presume that a division 
of the House would have the effect that the gen 
tleman desires—to demonstrate the fact that there 
is no quorum present. Without that fact being 
officially demonstrated, we are to presume that 
there is a quorum present. I will therefore not 
press my motion, but let the bill go to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

TERRITORIAL BUSINESS—-AGAIN. 

Mr. THAYER. I am informed by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Housron} that he will 
withdraw his objection to the printing of bills 
from the Territorial Committee, provided the sub- 
stitute which | propose to present be included in 
the order to print. 

Mr. GROW. My proposition to the House 


was, that all bills coming from committees, on 


| which gentlemen propose to ask the action of the 





| 
| 
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House, in regard to territorial business, be printed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There certainly is no objec- 
tion on this side of the House to having these bills 
printed, separately, and without any report. 

Mr. GROW. That is all I Sahel 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does that order include the 
reports accompanying the bills? 

he SPEAKE 2. Only the bills. 

Mr. THAYER. The bills and substitutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then it includes the bill 
which I am directed to report from the Committee 
on the Judiciary? 

The SPEAKER. 


ments. 


It embraces bills and amend- 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


The SPEAKER. Inconsequence of the absence 
of both of the members of the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, the Chair found it necessary to sub- 
stitute two other gentlemen as members of that 
committee; and has appointed Mr. Bair of Penn- 
sylvania, and Mr. Riees of New Jersey. These 
gentlemen have acted, and now report that they 
have examined, and found truly enrolled, bills of 
the following titles: 

An act (S. No. 73) for the relief of Mrs. Anne 
M. Smith, widow of the late Brevet Major General 
Persifer F. Smith; Mrs. Harriet B. Macomb, 
widow of Major General Alexander Macomb; and 
Mrs. Arabella Riley, widow of Brévet Major Gen- 
eral Bennet Riley; and 
| An act (S. No. 219) for the relief of Stewart 
McGowan. 

The Speaker signed the same. 





TARIFF BILL. 


| Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 


* 
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Union. 

Mr. VANDEVER. I ask the gentleman from 
Alabama to withdraw that motion for a moment, 
in order that I may introduce a bill to grant alter- 
nate sections of the public lands to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads in the Territory of Kansas. 


Mr. HOUSTON. No; I object to that. 





motion; and it was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Curtis in 
the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
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of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, 
to regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, on which Mr. En@aisn was cn- 
+ titled to the floor. 

#1 Mr. ENGLISH. It was my intention to have 


addressed the committee this morning; but my 


\ to him with the understanding that I shall have 

; the floor to-morrow morning. 

; The CHAIRMAN. If-there be no objection, 
that course will be taken. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON addressed the committee for an 
hour on the political questions of the day. [His 
speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, in making some 
remarks which it is my purpose to submit to the 

is committee, I desire to allude to a matter to some 
extent personal to myself. I regret to occupy the 
time of the committee with that which is of no 
general interest, but l deem it a duty which I owe 
to my constituents and to myself, however un- 
pleasant and unprofitable it may be, to refer to 
some of the incidents of the late contest for Speaker 
of this House, and particularly to my own course 
during that contest, when the honorable gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Smiru] was acan- 
didate for that position. 
te duty fo allude to this subject, and to give my rea- 
EY sons for withholding my support from that gen- 
a tleman, because by doing 4 incurred the cen- 
3 sure of a portion of my party, and was harshly 
Py spoken of by a portion of the Democratic press 
of my State, but not by any of the public journals 
of my district, as I take pleasure in stating. Hav- 
ing been thus censured, I may expect, ina certain 
contingency, to be the subject of similar strictures 
hereafter, when it will not be within my power to 
place the facts which governed my action in that 
instance upon the record of the proceedings of this 
House. desire, therefore, to give my reasons 
for my course in such a manner that those who 
may be disposed to take exceptions to it, and to 
controvert any of the statements I may make, 
may have the privilege of doing so before we ad- 
journ. I further desire to make this explanation 
Sasa, upon another occasion, | was prevented 
from even alluding to this subject, by objections 
from various members, when the same privilege 
had just been extended to two other gentlemen 
upon this floor. 
it is needless to say, Mr. Chairman, that my 
ebjections to voting for the honorable gentleman 
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from North Carolina were based upon nothing | 


personal, for | have observed in him, at all times, 
the demeanor of a courteous gentleman. Neither 
were my objections founded upon the fact that 
the gentleman was at one time a member of that 
proud old national Whig party, for it has been 
my pleasure, time and again, to give my support 
to candidates for various important positions, 


i who, in the days of Henry Clay and Daniel Web- 
A 


er 


ster, were the devoted followers of those noble 
patriots and magnanimous statesmen; and I am 
proud of the fact that there are in the ranks of 
the Democratic party hundreds of national, Union- 
loving men, who were ardently attached to the 
principles, and devoted to the success of the Whig 
party while it had an organization. 
But there isa vast difference between that class 
a: of Whigs who, upon the dissolution of their own 
a \ organization, were willing to lay aside their party 
feelings and prejudice, and unite with the Demo- 
cratic party in resisting sectionalism and fanati- 
pee cism, and that other class, who, upon the disso- 
lution of their party, immediately united with the 
es next most formidable opposition they could find 
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the Committee of the Whole on the state of the || to the Democracy, and who, from that time to 


colleague [Mr. Wirson] has made a personal ap- | 
peal to me, stating that he desires to leave the city | 
to-day at three o’clock. I will, therefore, give way | 


I consider it thus my | 


bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the payment | 








_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| the present, have been found willing to unite with 


The question was taken on Mr. Hovusron’s |, 


any organization, and assume any name, for the 
purpose of defeating, and, if possible, of destroy- 
ing the great national Democratic party. The 
first class, notwithstanding their former posi- 
tion, | recognize as national Democrats; the other 
class I recognize as the opponents of Democ- 
racy; and no Democrat has a right to call my ac- 
tion in question for refusing to support gentle- 


/men of this class, whether they hail from the 


North or South. If Iam to support gentlemen 
outside of the Democratic organization, I claim 
the right to make my own selection as to whom 
that support shall be given, and, if that support 
must be given to an opponent of my party, I 


_ would certainly as soon cast it for one from my 


own section, as for one from a distant portion of 
the Confederacy, especially when the views of 


| the latter are, if possible, more antagonistic tomy 








ar 
pent eman from ] 


own than those entertained by the former. 

With this last class of Whigs which I have 
named, with all respect, [ might reckon the name 
of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
SHERMAN,] who is the leader of the Republican 
side of this House. That gentleman, I believe, 
was formerly a Whig; but, when the Whig party 


| disbanded, he united with the People’s party, as 


it was called, afterwards the American-Repub- 
lican party, and finally simply the ~ pally pa 
party. In some parts of Ohio,as well as in some 
other States, it has been styled the Opposition 
party, which signified that its organization was 
based simply on its hostility to the Democratic 
organization. This is the northern Opposition 
The party with which the distinguished 
North Carolina [Mr. Smirn] has 

een mostly identified here is styled the southern 

Opposition party. And at this point I will read 


_ the platform which, asI am informed, was adopted 


by the convention which nominated that gentle- 


/man, when last a candidate for the place he now 


holds; which platform is a sort of general indict- 
ment against the whole Democratic party. It is 
in these words: 

** Resolved, That the corruption, frauds, extravagances, 
tyrannical proscription, and mal-administration of the af- 
fairs of the General Government by the party now in power, 
have been so enormous and glaring, and so entirely unjust- 
ifiable and abominable, as to call upon all good nen and 
patriots of the first congressional district of North Carolina 
and everywhere to unite together and use all proper efforts 
to expel them from power, and to putin their places honest 
and better men.”’ 

Upon that platform I understand Mr. Smirir 
was elected over a regular nominee of the Dem- 
ocratic party of his distrgt—Hon. Mr. Shaw, 
who formerly represented the same district in this 
House. 

I am further informed, from the same reliable 
source, that Mr. Smirn, in his canvass in 1857, 
while he disclaimed ever having joined the Know 
Nothing party, yet defended that party and ad- 
vocated its principles. 

And here permit me to read some resolutions 


| of the platform upon which the honorable gentle- 


man was a candidate before the people of his dis- 
trict in 1857: 
* Resolved, That We have unimpaired confidence in the 


| correctness of the principles of the American and Whig 
| parties, and a full appreciation of the necessity of introduc- 
| ing them into the administration of the Government, for the 


purpose of protecting our liberties and the institutions of 
the country trom the dangers of an insidious foreign influ- 
ence, which is seeking to corrupt and finally destroy them. 

** Resolved, That we heartily approve and hail with pleas- 


| ure the union of the American and Whig parties, bound 
| together by the common ties of patriotism, by a distinguish- 


ing conservatism of views and feelings, and by opposition 
to every species of corruption and double dealing in the 
administration of the affairs of Government. 

“ Resolved, That the question of slavery in the Territo- 
ries ought to be settled by the vote of the citizens of the 
United Statés permanently residing therein, atthe time they 
form their constitutions, preparatory to their admission into 
the Union as a State; and that, atsuch elections, none but 
citizens should be allowed the right of suffrage.’? 


The resolutions which I have read, while in 


/some respects vague, are significant as to the 
feeling of the party which adoptéd them on the 


‘**American question,’ as it is called. Not only 
is the Whig party indorsed—to which I take no 
exceptions—but the American party is also in- 
dorsed in express terms, and the necessity of 
introducing ifs principles into the administration 
of the Government is urged in like express and 
emphatic language; and this, too, on the stale 
declaration of the Know Nothing party every- 


where, that this necessity exists for the purpose | 
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| of protecting our liberties and the institutions of 
'| the country from the dangers of an insidious for. 
| eign influence, which is seeking to corrupt and 
| finally destroy them.’’ Such was the platform of 
| the convention which nominated Mr. Smirn, ip 
1857, which, so far from denouncing * Know. 
Nothingism,’’asitiscalled, positively indorsed it, 

Gentlemen residing in the South are entitled 
to no credit from me as a Democrat for not beine 
Republicans. The Republican party does notexist 
in the southern States. Many gentlemen who 
belong to this Opposition party in the South 
would, if residing in the North, in my opinion, 
be members of the Republican ery And in like 
manner, a majority of the members of the Repub- 
lican party, if they lived in the South, would be 
found in the ranks of the southern Opposition, 
as the most formidable adversary to the Demo- 
cratic party. 

I am brought to that conclusion more firmly 
from my observations of the common sympathy 
and common interest that I see manifested by these 
two Opposition parties upon this floor. “While 
they cannot, from the diversity of feeling existing 
among the people of the South and those of the 
North, unite on the policy which they will pursue, 
yet they can unite in framing that policy with a 
view to the most effective opposition to theDemo- 
cratic party of their respective sections. Repub- 
licans at the North brand the northern Democracy 
as ** doughfaces”’ and ‘* traitors to their own sec- 
tion,’’ because they are opposed to the interven- 
tion of Congress for the exclusion of slavery in 
the Territories, and because they are willing the 
people of the Territories should regulate the in- 
stitution of slavery for themselves; and nothing 
is more common than for northern Democrats to 
be reproached by Republicans with affiliating with 
those of the South entertaining ultra pro-slavery 
views—the Republican party claiming to be the 
only party that is true to the interests of the north- 
ern people. 

In like manner, the southern Opposition accuse 
southern Democrats of a want of fidelity to the 
South, because they belong to a party in which 
the doctrine of non-intervention is promulged by 
a large mass; and southern Democrats are re- 
proached by this party for holding fellowship with 
those who adhere to that ‘* heresy,’ as they are 
pleased to call it, of popular sovereignty, which 
they take great pleasure here in denouncing, as 
being, if possible, more unfriendly to the institu- 
tion of slavery than the doctrine of the Rapub- 
lican party. Every member of the southern 
Opposition who has given any opinion here on the 
subject of a ** slave code,’’ as it is called, or the 

protection of slave property by Congress in the 

erritories, has invariably expressed himself in 
favor of such protection; and during the contest 
for Speaker, to which I have referred, some mem- 
bers of that party went so far as to declare they 
would support no gentleman who did not sub- 
scribe to this policy. Iam informed that some 
members of the party, when candidates before th: 
people, made this question of protection a prom- 
inent measure in their canvass. 

Thus it is apparent to my mind that there can 
be no affiliation between conservative Democrats 
and southern Oppositionists; but that there isa 
natural affinity between the latter and the Repub- 
lican party. The one advocates intervention by 
Congress for the exclusion of slavery from tlic 
Territories; the other, for the purpose of protect- 
ing it. The one claims that the doctrine of pop- 
ular sovereignty is designed to spread slavery over 
free territory everywhere; the other, that pop- 
ular sovereignty 8 more unfriendly to slavery 
than Abolitionism itself, and that its tendency is 
to destroy southern institutions. From the Re- 
publican view of this subject, however, there ar 
exceptions; among which is my distinguished 
colleague, Governor Corwin, who, in a specch 
delivered before the organization of the Housv, 
warned gentlemen of the South not to trust nortl- 
ern people to make laws of their own in the Ter- 
ritories for the exclusion or protection of slavery, 
for that the North would always beat the South 
if the question was settled in this way. I give 
his language: 

* As to this question of territorial legislation, touching 
slavery in the Territories, let gentlemen pause upon that, 
and consider before they rush to conclusions, I tell geu 
tlemen of the South—and the day will come when tlcy 


will remember my advice—not to trust northern people (° 
make laws of their own in the Territories for the exclusion 
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or protection of slavery. 








I do not care where you go, in 


, ps Will go there too. Wherever clocks | 
- Te es cae; tee they will be. If they come to | 
jearn that itis the law 
eountry is fixed forever by the first inhabitants, instead of 
settling that status here, among men who are responsible to 
the country and to history, they will settle the question as 
they did in Kansas. They will always beat you, ifyou open | 
the question in that way.” 

But to return. Sir, I was satisfied from the day 
we first met in this Hall, that these two Opposi- 
tion parties would manage, directly or indirectly, 
to keep the Democratic party from having any 
sart in the organization of this House. In this 
| have not been mistaken. While there were a 
number of gentlemen belonging to the southern 
Opposition who manifested a willingness to unite 
with Democrats in organizing the House, yet 
there were always those who refused to do so, 
ad, eventually enough, joined with the Repub- 
licans, on the various offices of the House, to 
secure an election favorable to the Republican 
organization. And while Iam not aware that the 
honorable gentleman from North Carolina at any 
time voted forany of the Republican nominees, yet, 
with a very few exceptions, he was found, during 
the whole of that contest, voting for some member 
of the southern Opposition party in preference to 
the candidates presented by the Democratic party. 
And up to the time when he became a candidate, 
he had, according to my recollection, only on two 
ballots voted for any candidate presented by the | 
Democratic party. Those ballots he cast, if my 
recollection 1s right, for the honorable gentleman | 
from Virginia, 
found again following the lead of his distinguished | 
colleague, [Mr. Girmer.] 

Great stress is laid on the fact that he never | 
joined the Know Nothing organization, nor took 
any of its oaths, or received any of its passwords, 
grips, &e. But if he had belonged to the order, 
and now disclaimed and denounced its doctrines, 
he would occupy a less objectionable position | 
than that of indorsing their views, policy, and | 
objects, as I am satisfied he does, or did, when 
he was elected here. The party to which men 
in this country belong is generally determined by | 
the votes they cast; and when I see a man who 
continually votes the ticket of a certain party, I 
conclude he belongs to that a. 

The gentleman from North Carolina, having 
been elected by this South American or southern | 
Opposition party, and having defended the party | 
at home, and voted for its candidates almost con- 
stantly here, and being presented as its candidate 
tothis House, nominated by a caucus of the party 
—and the only candidate presented who united the 
entire strength of that party—presented, too, to 
this House through the lanianie gentleman from | 
Kentucky [Mr. Mattory] who represents the 
Louisville district—where this proscriptive party 








vaged a bloody war upon the unoffending adopted || 


citizens of that city, for no other offense than that 
of being natives of a foreign country, I am com- 
errs in the face of so many facts, to identify the | 
ionorable gentleman as a member of, and in full | 
communion with, the South American party. 

In addition to the facts which I have stated, I 
may say that the gentleman was so frank and 
candid with me, at the time he was a candidate, 
as to admit that he, when a candidate for the place 
he now holds, declared before the people that he 
was in favor of extending the period of natural- 
ization beyond the present term of five years, 
although he thought twenty-one years too long. 
He also stated that he was not in favor of restrict- 
ing the privileges of any pers@n on account of re- 
ligious opinions entertained, unless they acknowl- 
edged to some head of a church an allegiance 
superior to that acknowledged to the Government. 
Those who remember the cry of the Know Noth- 
ing party about'the threatened usurpations of 
papacy, can readily comprehend the meaning of 
the position just stated. [twas upon these points 
that [ desired to call the attention of the distin- 
guished gentleman some weeks ago, when | was 
prevented by objections being made, as I have 
stated. In confirmation of a part of what I have 
Just stated, I will read a letter written by the 
honorable gentleman from New Jersey, {Mr. 
Aprain,] in reply to one addressed to him by 
the editor of the Biqua (Ohio) Enquirer: 


| 
WasuINeTon, March 10, 1860. | 


Dear Str: f received your letter of the 3d instant, and 
cheerfully give you such knowledge as I possess respecting 


of the Republic that the status of the || 


TH 





{Mr. Mixuson,] and was soon | 





on the subject to which you refer, who was a candidate tor 
the office of Speaker of the House of Representatives, and 
for whom Hon. Mr. ALLen, of your State, refused to cast 
his vote. 

In a conversation which I had with Mr. Smrrima few days 
after the election of Mr. PENNINGTON as Speaker, he re 
marked to me that he was supported by the Ameri¢an 
party in his district for Congress, and that he had been mis- 
represented on the floorof the House by several Democratic 
members, who stated that he had repudiated the principles 
of that party; thatin his opinion the peried of five years 
for naturalization was altogether too short, and that in his 
published speeches throughout his district, when running 
as a candidate for Congress, he had advocated its exten- 
sion to at least ten years. 

During the same conversation, he expressed his views 
on the slavery question, maintaining that Congress should 
intervene and protect slave property in the Territories, if 
necessary, and utterly rejecting the great Democratic doc- 
trine of popular sovereignty. 

Without extending thig letter further, | would simply re 
mark, that this fis about the substance of the conversation 
which Lhad with Mr. Smirn. 

Yours truly, 

D. M. Fiemine, Esq. 

Mr. Chairman, if this is what gentlemen call 
denouncing the proscriptive views ofthe Know 
Nothing party, it is certainly denunciation of a 
very mild character. 


G. B. ADRAIN. 


|| veys any such idea. 


man’s views in no other light than that of indors- | 
ing the proscriptive policy of the Know Nothing | 


‘sot policy I have ever abhorred. 
et me ask, is the effect of the views entertained 
by that gentleman? Why, sir, itis not only to 


| restrict those who may never have been natural- 


ized in their rights to be admitted to citizenship, 


and in effeet excluding many from thus being ad- | 


What, | 


mitted, butit is insulting those of our foreign-born | 


citizens who may have been naturalized. 
you adopt this doctrine, you in effect say to them, 


or many of them, ‘* you, by the laxity of our nat- | 
uralization system, are exercising privileges which 


you are incompetent to and ought not to have; 
this Government has been in error in allowing 
you these privileges, and we propose to correct 
the error.’’ 


Sir, representing,as I do here, several thousand 


| —. ° ° > ° 
adopted citizens, a majority of whom yielded me 
their hearty support when a candidate for the | 


place I now occupy, thereby confiding in my in- 
tegrity to the rights and interests of all, I could 
not give my support to gentlemen entertaining the 
views to which I have referred, without feeling 


it is far from my purpose to impute to those whose 
course has been different in this matter from mine 
any want of integrity or of devotion to the interests 
oftheir constituents. For I believe most of those 
who voted for Mr. Smiru were actuated by honest 
and patriotic motives, and were moved solely by a 
desire to restore peace and harmony in this House 


| and in the country, and by a desire to proceed to 


When | 





| that I had been recreant to the confidence thus re- | 
posed. In making these remarks, Mr. Chairman, || 


the discharge of the business of the House. I will | 
not, however, dwell longer on this subject; but || 


having given some of my reasons for my course, 
submit them to the judgment of those who may be 
induced to differ with me. 


I propose, for a short time, to allude to one of || 


those gencral noe which is so often discussed 
in this Hall, and which constitutes the basis of 


the difference of opinion which exists between the | 


parties onthe slavery question—namcely, the power 
of Congress to legislate for the people of the Ter- 
ritories of the United States—in the discussion 
of which the opinions and dicta of the judges of 
the Supreme Court, from the establishment of the 
Federal judiciary, as well as the public and pri- 


vate declarations of the ** fathers’’and the framers | 


of the Constitution, are invoked for the purpose 
of sustaining the doctrine that Congress has power 
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institution, depending on local law for its exist- 
ence. 

It is claimed that this power to legislate for the 

al . . . . * ~ . 
Territories exists by virtue of that clause in the 
Constitution which declares that 

* The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States.”’ 


There is nothing plainer to my mind than that 
the language cial above, taken either by itself 
or in connection with other provisions in the 
Constitution, conveys no such meaning as that 
claimed. 

If it had been the intention of the framers of the 
Constitution to invest Congress with the law- 
making power in regard to any territory of the 
United States, they certainly would have used lan- 
guage very different from that just quoted. No 
word is used in the section referred to which con- 
1 The terms ‘“ dispose of,’’ 
and ** needful rules and regulation:s,’’? as used in 


| connection with the term * territory or other prop- 
| erty,’ have reference exclusively ‘o the disposition 
| of the public domain, and the rules end regulations 


I can consider the gentle- || 


which shall be established for such disposition of 
the same as property; and no reference whatever 
to the institutions which the people shall have who 
occupy such territory, or the laws by which they 
shall be governed. Had the framers of the Con- 
stitution intended to confer upon Congress the 
power of legislating for the territory or territories 
of the United States, they would have used lan- 
ruage similar to that used in the eighth section of 


| the first article of the Constitution, which provides 


that Congress shall have power 

“To exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever 
over such district (not exceeding ten miles square) as may 
by cession of particular States and acceptance by Congress 
become the seat of Government of the United States, and 
to exercise like authority over all places purchased by the 
consent of the Legislature of the Sfate in which the same 
shall be, for the erection of forts, magazines, arsenals, and 
other needful buildings ; and to make all laws which shall 
be necessary and proper for carrying into execution the 


| foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by the Con 


stitution in the Government of the United States, or inany 
department or officer thereof.”’ 

Thus we see, when the framers of the Consti- 
tution undertook to confer upon Congress the 
power of législating over any portion of the peo- 
ple of the United States, they used plain and posi- 
tive language to convey their meaning. They 
used in this instance the term ‘** exclusive legis- 
lation,’’ which at once conveys the idea of that 
power which is claimed for the General Govern- 
ment over the Territories. And itis rather amus- 
ing, to say the least of it, that our friends on the 
other side of the House, when they were prepar- 


| ing a bill which they thought would either com- 


pel these advocating the doctrine of non-interven- 
tion to abandon their doctrine, or be liable to the 
charge of subscribing to the doctrines of Brigham 
Young, that they, by express terms, excepted the 
District of Columbia from the operation of its 
provisions, when, by the provision of the Con- 
stitution which I have referred to, Congress has 
the power of exclusive legislation over said Dis- 
trict. 

I will not say that any necessity exists for such 


| legislation, so far as the District of Columbia is 
| concerned, or that those who framed the bill and 


sustained theexception were moved by any selfish 
consideration; but when we consider the object of 


| this bill, which contains a portion of the Repub- 
| lican platform of 1856, in regard to this sovereign 


Enea of Congress, and see the District of Colum- 
pla, over which this sovereign power exists, ex- 


| cepted from the provisions of the bill, it appears 


to legislate for the Territories; or, in the language || 
of the Republican platform of 1856, ‘* that Con- | 
gress has sovereign power over the Territories of | 


99 


the United States for their government.’’ The 
question of the powers of the Federal Government 
is one that has engaged the thought and attention 
of the most profound constitutional lawyers and 
judges; and there are various decisions of our 
Federal courtsas to the extent of these powers. But 
in none of those decisions to which my attention 
has been called has the court, as I believe, decided 
upon a case directly in point—that Congress pos- 
sesses the power of legislation for the Territories 
upon matters which are local in their character— 


and such is admitted by the party which claim || 
this power for Congress, to be the nature of the | 


institution of slavery, it is admitted to be a local I 


upon its face very inconsistent. 

The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Tuayer,]| in addressing the House some 
weeks since in opposition to this polygamy bill, 
and to whose remarks I listened with as much 
interest as any I have heard during the session, 
used the following language, which, coming as it 
does'from a member of the Republican side of this 
House, who has taken a step on this subject far 
in advance of the rest of his party, commends itself 
with peculiar force to the consideration of every 
candid mind. Mr. Tuayer said: 

*¢ It may be that, under the construction of the Constitu 
tion which bas obtained, Congress would really be decided 
to have the same rightto govern the people that George III. 
had to govern these colonies. I deny that it has now or 
ever had any moral right to govern American citizens in 
the Territories. To be explicit: if Congress has that right, 
where did it get it? Congress is the serVant and not the 
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king of the people. The people, Mr. Speaker, in this country, 
are king. There is no other. Nobody else has the attribute 
of sovereignty. 
tainly Congress has either acquired that sovereignty or has 
ereated it. Nobody believes that Congress creates sover- 
eignty. If Congress acquired it, then when and where did 
it acquire it?” 

In the language just quoted, if Congress has 
this right, where did it get it? From whom does 
sovereignty emanate ? Why, sir, from the people, 
the source of all political power in this country; 
and, unless they have parted with that sover- 
eignty, they retain it, and may exercise it any- 
where within the wide domain of the American 
Union. By the express terms of the Constitution 
**the powers not leieaied to the United States 
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the 
States, are reserved to the States respectively, or 
to the people.’’ Then, if this power has not been 
delegated, as I claim it has not, it is reserved to 
the States or to the people. The people having 
this reserved power do not lose it by emigrating 
from a State to a Territory, but enter such Ter- 
ritory clothed with all the reserved powers which 
they had while citizens of aState. It is common 
for gentlemen whoargue the question of the power 
of Congress to legislate for the Territories, to cite 
as authority instances where Congress, in organ- 
izing certain Territories, has provided in the or- 
ganic act for the submission to Congress, for its 
approval, of all acts passed by the Territorial 
Legislature, previous to their becoming valid as 
legislative enactments. 

Now, while I have nothing to say in behalf of 
this interference on the part of the General Gov- 
ernment with the acts of the people of the Terri- 
tories, but claim for them the right to exercise all 
the rights of a sovereign people, without any re- 
striction on the part of the General Government, 
** subject at all times to the Constitution of the 


United States,’’ yet there is a manifest difference | 


between approving or rejecting acts mye passed 
bya Legislature, and that of enacting the same 
originally. The President of the United States, 


who is the executive branch of the Federal Gov- 


ernment, exercises to a certain extent the power 
of rejecting or approving the laws of Congress. 
An act may be passed by both Houses of Con- 
gress, by a fair majority of each; and if the Presi- 

ent returns it without his signature, it cannot be- 
come a law unless two thirds of each House shall 
afterwards concur in its passage. Yet no person 
will claim that this veto power which is given 
to the President confers upon him the power of 
legislation, or that the exercise of this power in the 
many instances in which it has been exercised is 
any precedent for confering upon the President 
legislative power. In like manner, if the Supreme 
Court of the United States, upon a case peeperly 
-before it, declare a law unconstitutional, tt hence- 
forth becomes a nullity while that decision re- 
mains unreversed, and will not be enforced. So 
the supreme courts of the States may, and often 
do, by their decisions, annul the laws of the law- 
making power. Yet Ido not understand these 
powers to be exercised upon the principle of any 
powers of legislation, which are conferred upon 
either the executive or judicial branches of Gov- 
ernment. 

One of the legal decisions which has been referred 
toas deciding this question of power in favor of the 
Federal Government, isin the case of Sere & La- 
ralde, complainants, against Pitot and others, re- 
ported in 6 Cranch’s Supreme Court Reports, page 
332; but the question of the power of Congress to 
legislate upon matters of a local character, and 
which are not enumerated among the delegated 

owers contained in the Constitution, was not 
vefore the court. The question before the court 
was as to its jurisdiction over the case—two ob- 
jections being made to the jurisdiction: 

1. That the suit was brought by the assignees 
of a chose in action, in a case where it could not 
have been prosecuted if no assignment had been 
made. 

2. That the district court could not entertain 
jurisdiction, because the defendants were not citi- 
zens of any State. 

Thecase was decided upon the first of the above 
objections, on the ground that the plaintiffs were 
assignees of persons who were citizens of the Ter- 
ritory of Orleans—and this determined the decis- 
ion oF the court. The same objections would have 
prevailed if the suit had been brought in a State 
instead of a Territory; but the court proceeded 





If Congress can dispense sovereignty, cer- | 


} 





amy, notwithstanding I fully concurred with the 


| to provide against. 





| to the consideration of the second objection, which || ing those of another, at the expense of the former, 
| of course it was competent for them to do. : 


Sut this objection to the jurisdiction presents 
no question as to the power of Congress to legis- 
late upon subjects which are local. The court 


| could not decide that any such power existed, for 


the question was not before it. It is true, the 
court, in arriving at their conclusions, quote the 
clause in the Constitution whereby it is claimed by 
the Republican party that the power existsin Con- 
gress. Butthis is only a part of the premises as- 
sumed by the court in arriving at a decision upon 
the second objection; and however much this bic. 
tum of the court may be entitled to respect, as the 
opinion of men learned in the law, it will not be 
claimed that it constitutes the decision of the court 


| upon the question presented. 


Courts and judges may, @hd often do, give cor- 
rect decisions, but wrong reasons for such decis- 
ions; and it not uz vequently happens that even 
different members of the Supreme Bench arrive 
at the same conclusion and concur in the same 
decision, but for very different reasons. 

The decision of the court upon the second 
objection to which I have alluded turned upon 


| the - ae as to whether the district court of 


' the ‘ 


erritory of Orleans, established by the act 
of Congress, erecting Louisiana into two Territo- 
ries, approved March 26, 1804, had cognizance of 
the case under those sections in the act establish- 


| ing the judicial courts of the United States, which 
| define the jurisdiction of the several courts, and 


the court in the Kentucky district. In determin- 


| ing the question, the court had simply to examine 


| the judiciary, applied to a Territory. And the 
| court decided that it did, thereby putting a Ter- 


|| was unwilling to abandon my views upon that 
| Subject, even when it was proposed to entera 


the extent of jurisdiction conferred upon the court 
in the district of Kentucky; the jurisdiction of the 
court of the Territory of Orleans being the same 
as that of the districtof Kentucky. And, in fact, 
the whole question seems to have been, whether 
the term States, as used in the act establishing 


ritory in that particular upon an equality with a 
State. But as Congress has power, by the Con- 
stitution, to establish Federal courts of inferior 
jurisdiction, when it established the district court 
of the Territory of Orleans, it simply exercised 
one of the powers delegated by the Constitution. 
Believing, sir, that Congress does not possess this 
power of local legislation for the Territories, I 


great national protest against the crime of polyg- 


most ardent advocates of that measure as to the 
criminality of the practice which it was sought 
And the more especially was 
I inclined to adhere, in that instance, to the policy 
of non-intervention, when it was admitted by 
some of the friends of the measure, as must be 
apparent to all, that the law could not be carried 
into execution, if enacted. 

But this would be a matter of secondary con- 
sideration, if Congress possessed the power thus 
to legislate, and if-it was within the true policy of 
the Government to exercise it; both of which prop- 
ositions lL deny. Sir,in my opinion,Congress has 
neither the power to establish, protect, or prohibit 
slavery in the Territories of the United States. If 
I believed it had the right to protect or to establish 
it, | would also concede the right to prohibit it. 
And, conceding this power, if called upon to exer- 
cise the one power or the other, asa member here, 
1 would exercise it for the prohibition of slavery. 
I do not subscribe to the doctrine, which I some- 
times hear, that slavery is a great moral, social, 
and political blessing. I am willing those who 
have it, and think so, shall enjoy that opinion, as 
the responsibility attaches to them and not to me. 
I claim that, neither as a citizen of a free State, 
nor as amember here, am I in any way respons- 
ible for the existence of slavery among people 
who, by their localtaws, may establish it. he 
question does not present itself as a moral ques- 
tion, but as a question of Federal power. The 
tendency of this policy of congressional interven- 
tion, is, in my opinion, to a centralized form of 
government, in which Congress, instead of ex- 
ercising those few delegated powers enumerated 
in the Constitution, becomes the great political 
machinery which overrules and overrides all 
branches and all departments of government in 
the States, crushing the rights and liberties of the 
people in one section, and fostering and protect- 
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in such manner and to such an extent as ma 
meet the desire and suit the interest of the major- 
ity of its members. 

1 believe the people of the Territories the proper 
legitimate, and safe tribunal to decide the ues. 
tion of slavery, as well as all other local questions 
for themselves; not only when they come to form 
a State Government, but at all times after the 
shall become an organized community. If this 
policy is not adopted, and this vexed question re. 
moved from these Halls, not onl will we have a 
continuation of that bitterness o feeling and sec- 
tional strife which is continually exhibiting itself 
here, exciting discord and hatred between the peo- 
ple of the different sections of our common coun- 
try, but with the vast amount of our present and 
parnaee future acquired possessions which are to 

e organized as Territories and admitted into the 
Union as States, the entire attention of Congress 
will eventually have to be given to these Terrj- 
tories, to the total neglect of all our other great 
national interests, which, by the express terms 
of the Constitution, are confided to the national 
Legislature. In my opinion, it is the continued 
agitation of the question of slavery in these Halls, 
and the consequent diversion of the public mind 
from the real interests of the people, and from the 
legitimate functions of the General Government, 
that is, toa great extent, the cause of the fraud 
and corruption which are said to, and no doubt 
do and will, exist in many of the departments 
of Government, no matter what party has the 
ascendency. 

- While the attention of the people is fixed upon 
the all-absorbing question of slavery, abuses are 


| constantly going on, and will go on, in all 
| branches of Government, which dare not be per- 


petrated, if the public mind was not wrought up 
to a high state of excitement on this slavery issue, 
While the public mind can thus be led off on 


| these topics, there will always be found those 


who will take advantage of this excited feeling, 
and seek opportunities of squandering the public 
money in the most profligate manner, while they 
proclaim to the people that all other matters sink 
into insignificance compared with the slavery 
question; and, while agitation continues, their 
wrongs are overlooked or forgotten. But if you 
remove the slavery question from these Halls, 
and transfer it to the people, where it properly 
belongs, the attentian of Congress will then be 
devoted to subjects of practical and immediate 


_ importance to the people at large; and the public 


mind, being no longer aroused and excited over 
mere abstract questions, will be directed to the 
conduct of the public officials, and, by holding 
them to a strict accountability, check many of 


| those abuses before they shall have grown, un- 


noticed and unseen, into flagrant corruptions. 
Adopt the policy of non-intervention upon the 
subject of slavery, as well as all other local insti- 
tutions, and politicians can no longer make polit- 
ical capital by arousing the prejudices and feel- 
ings of one portion of the people against another, 
and thereby creating that sectional hostility which, 
if it does not threaten the very existence of the 
Union, produces a state of affairs at once disgrace- 
ful to a free and intelligent people. 

Politicians of one section expect to keep them- 
selves in place and power by an appeal to the 
prejudices of their people against the institution 
of slavery, and would claim the honor of stay- 
ing the aggressive hand of the slave power from 
encroachments on the rights of freemen; while 
those of another sgction would have their people 
believe that but for their efforts in the halls of 
legislation, the tide of fanaticism from the North 
would sweep over the southern States like a 
tornado. And thus these extreme classes of poli- 
ticians, as if by mutual understanding, are con- 
tinually devising ways and means to perpetuate 
agitation on this question. 

When this policy of non-intervention shall once 
be adopted, instead of angry and protracted dis- 
cussion in Congress, and excited feeling among 
the people, upon the organization of each Terri- 
tory and the admission of each new State, as fast 
as each Territory acquires the requisite popula- 
tion, clothed with the sovereign power of her peo- 
ple—not of Congress—with her constitution re- 
publican in form, and stamped with the approval 
of her people, she will be found knocking for ad- 
mission into the Union, and will march into the 
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creat 
er eition among them, asa sovereignty of this vast 
Confederacy, amid the welcome plaudits of the 
neople of the whole Union; and each star thus 
added to the great galaxy of States, instead of 
creating discord and confusion, Will add strength 
and beauty to our political system. 

Mr. SMITH, of NorthCarolina. Inthecourse 
of the speech just made by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Atien,] he referred to a matter to 
which, though not so much personal to myself, I 


deem it my duty to allude, as an act of simple jus- | 


tice to those gentlemen from the Northwest who did 
me the honor of voting for me when my name was 


before the House as candidate for Speaker. The | 


centleman read a portion of the platform of the 

convention which did me the honor of giving me 

the nomination for a seat on this floor in 1857. I 

ask the privilege of the House to have the reso- 

jutions read from the Clerk’s desk, as they were 

passed in the convention which nominated me. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


“«“ Resolved, That we have unimpaired confidence in the 
correctness of the principles of the American and Whig 
parties, and a full appreciation of the necessity of introduc- 
ing them into the administration of the Government, for the 
purpose of protecting our liberties and the institutions of 
the country from the dangers of an insidious foreign influ- 
ence whichis seeking to corruptand finally to destroy them. 

“ Resolved, That we heartily approve and hail with pleas- 
ure the union of the American and Whig parties by the ac- 
tion of their national convention—parties bound together 
by the common ties of patriotism, by a distinguishing con- 
servatism of views and feelings, and by opposition to every 
species of corruption and double dealing in the administra- 
tion of the affairs of Government. 

“ Resolved, That our late defeat, effected by the contin- 
uance of ambitious politicians in giving an undue prom- 
inence to dangerous and exciting sectional issues, has not 
abated our zeal in maintaining the principles for which 
we contend, or our confidence in their success before the 
American people. 

“ Resolved, That the question of slavery in the Territo- 
ries ought to be settled by the vote of the citizens of the 
United States permanently residing therein; at the time 
they form their constitutions preparatory to admission into 
the Union asa State; and that, at such elections, none but 
citizens should be allowed the right of suffrage. 

‘* Resolved, That the wasteful appropriation of our public 
domain to private corporations, or to the States in which 
they are located, is grossly unjust to southern States of this 
Union, and especially to our beloved State, whose citizens 
are oppressed with taxation to pay for public improvements, 
constructed in the new States by the General Government, 
out of the public lands, which is the common treasure of 
all the States. 

“« Resolved, That our thanks are due, and are hereby 
tendered, to our late Representative, Hon. R. T. Paine ; 
and in voluntarily resigning to the hands of the people the 
trust which he has sofaithfully kept, he has proved himself 
eminently entitled to their confidence. 

“* Resolved, That we will give the nominee of this con- 
vention our hearty support in the ensuing election, having 
fulleonfidence that he will use his efforts for the promotion 
of his country, and the good of his party.”’ 


Mr. SMITH, of North Carolina. Mr. Chair- 
man, it will be observed that the union of the 
American and Whig conventions is the union re- 
ferred to in one of the resolutions; and that brought 
about the association of the American and Whig 
parties in my district. They conferred upon me 
the honor of being their candidate in the then ap- 
proaching election. I will not go into details, but 
simply state that I have already, in my place upon 
this floor, declared what had been my position, 
and what itis now. To that I beg leave to refer. 

Mr. ALLEN. The resolutions I read as being 
those of the southern Opposition party of the first 
district of North Carolina in 1857, were inclosed 
to me in a letter, and were the only resolutions I 
received from the source to which [ applied for 
information. My inquiries were directed more 
particularly to the position of the gentleman on 
the question of Americanism. I wrote to a gen- 
tleman who I believed was acquainted with the 


position occupied by the gentleman from North | 


Carolina on that question, and requested him 
to send me any resolutions which might have 
been passed by the convention that nominated 
him. I received, as I have already stated, the 
resolutions I have read; and I received no other 
resolutions. If I had received the entire platform 
which the Clerk has read at the suggestion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, I would have in- 
corporated the whole of it in my remarks. The 
gentleman who gave me the information [ have 
referred to was my warrant for stating that the 
gentleman, in his canvass of 1857, defended the 
principles of the Know Nothing party. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I will an- 
swer to God and my country much that has been 
said on the Administration side of this House. I 
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speak of sectionalism—a subject map wey. named 
here and throughout the country, but never ex- 
amined or discussed, and, consequently, but im- 
perfectly comprehended. The word has long served 
the demagogue for clap-trap, and has furnished | 
the alarmist with all his stock in trade. More, 
doubtless, is to be heard of it in the future; and as 
we of the Democratic party, who are unwilling 
to baptize the folly and corruption of the present 
Administration into wisdom and propriety, are 
charged with fostering and encouraging it, | may, 
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the laws, suppressing incipient treason, and main- 

taining the spirit of our institutions. Ourcringing 

Buchanans would be molded into inflexible Jack- 

sons, and the times of honesty and confidence, of 
quiet and good feeling, would be restored. 

Instead of this orderand harmony, which should 
characterize a common brotherhood, we have be- 
come discordant, and oftentimes almost belliger- 
ent. For the last ten years, at least, has this been 
the unhappy condition of our country. Section- 
alism has been nursed and animated, until it has 

perhaps, be tolerated for an hour in the statement | become the fruitful and commanding parent of all 
of a few plain facts which, strangely enough, in |; our national afflictions: not a sectionalism from 
this connection, seem to have been overlooked or || the North, but from the South; not springing 
forgotten. || from the few who have been unable to learn the 

Sectionalism arises as well from the omission of || compromises of the Constitution and the value of 
acts as the commission of acts; in withholding || our fathers’ compact; but from the many who, 
from a portion of the people what they properly || feeling their weakness, have united for strength; 
demand as well as in aggression upon legal and || a sectionalism not generated in the bracing air 
well-defined rights. OurGovernment was intended || which cools the brow of the virtuous and intelli- 
by its founders to confer equal benefits, and to im- || gent laborer, but of the fetid and feverish atmos- 
pose equal responsibilities; and whenever it shall || phere of rice swamps and cotton fields; not cul- 
fail in either of these objects, complaints will ne- || tivated in green pastures, beside still waters, but 
cessarily and justly arise. Then will it have lost || upon plains burnt and blasted, as by hurricanes 
that peculiar feature which gives to it all its win- || of fire; a sectionalism not of the farm and work- 
ning charm and beauty, and there will be nothing || shop, but of the lounge, the hammock, and the 
left of it to be especially desired. |, veranda. It 1s not plebeian, but a gentlemanly 

Sectionalism, as I understand it, is: inequality || thing, that awes Presidents, fascinates lawgivers, 
and injustice, and can have no open defender. tt and directs the ship of state. Now it is gentle 
ends where monarchy and absolutism begin, and, || and persuasive, then fierce and persistent, ancdat 
therefore, can never be tolerated or countenanced || all times untiring and triumphant. It possesses 
in a land of liberty. A tendency toward it is the || no inherent force; our connivance alone arms it. 
surest sign of degeneracy and decay; and, when |} It is the emblem upon the shield of Alcibiades: as 
once established, the end of our republican ex- || the child it would be mild and harmless, but we 
periment will be at hand. But if it lacks undis- || give it the thunderbolt and make it fearful and 
guised defense it has its patrons in all those who || destructive. 
are laboring for exclusive legislation, who would The cause of our distraction and dissension is 
build up and fortify one portion of our country || the agitation of questions connecting themselves 
upon the ruins of another, and who would forget || with slavery; and I would impress this truth upon 
that our Government secures to us a common || the public mind, that it is the determination to 
destiny. | extend rather than reduce that institution which 

There is a sectionalism in acts if not in advo- || has arrayed the sections in apparent, if not actual 
cacy. The North have long suffered from it—in || hostility. Each succeeding day but makes it the 
their commerce, their manufactures, theiragricul- |} more evident that slavery expansion is the om- 
ture, their mechanic arts, their equality, and their || nipresent and ruling consideration alike in theol- 
inherent political rights and powers. We have long || ogy, in politics, and Government. If I am mis- 
borne wrongs and forborne complaints; we have || taken, why do churches wrangle and then sever? 
asked and been denied; we have Seared and been || What has threatened periodically the stability of 
spurned; we have struggled and been overcome. || the Union? How will you account for the wide- 

hrough our timidity, our subserviency, and our || spread alarm of 1850, and the misnamed compro- 
strifes, have we failed in our claims, our petitions, |} mises of that year? Why do our chief officers 
and our trials. We have solicited when our rights || become intemperate partisans instead of temperate 
were plain; we have implored when we should || rulers?) Whence arises the necessity for subvert- 
have demanded; we have divided when we should || ing party principles, changing — policy, and 
have been united. For this we should not blame || destroying roy olatforms? In what direction 
the South, but the North; and not so much the || shall we look for that powerful agency which dis- 
veople of the North as the politicians ofthe North. || tinguishes between equals; in the one case con- 
We have been cursed by a breed of men who rep- || ferring sovereignty, and in the other withholdin 
resented themselves and not their constituencies; || it? Whose cupidity is ever reaching out franti- 
and, at last, asewas right, their selfishness was || cally to seize the native African, and to clutch 
unrewarded, their ambition uncrowned, and their || bordering domains; giving material aid and de- 
treachery rebuked. They have granted boons || fense to the fillibuster and land-pirate; provoking 
without returns; have compromised and lost all. |} proclamations of war from abroad, and incitin 
If we have not been utterly sacrificed, it has not || to bootless instructions for order at home? An 
been because our leaders have not deserted us. || to what cause shall we attribute the perpetual 
If we have grown and prospered, it has been be- || failure of all measures conducive to agricultural 
cause of God’s favor and not of man’s help. and mechanical growth and development? 

Sir, if ninety Representatives in this Hall can Mr. Chairman, in the last half of the eighteenth 
control one hundred and forty-seven; if thirty || century, when the republican patriots of France 
Senators yonder can govern thirty-six; if fifteen || and America affirmed the freedom and equality of 
feeble States can rule over eighteen powerful ones; || all men by birth and nature, our colonies accepted 
if minorities can overcome majorities, and weak- || the declaration as an axiom, and rested upon it 
ness strength, let us not further degrade ourselves || as the rock of theiz hope. Around it they kindled 
by whining complaints against the former; but || and fed the fires of the Revolution; and shivering 
let us, in as manly a way as ye may be able to || and in rags upon the ice of winter, and fainting 
do so, acknowledge their superiority over us, and || and wasted upon the sands of summer, they de- 
have it written down in the archives of the nation, || fended it with their lives, their fortunes, and their 
that our children may understand it and learn |} honor. They saved it and consecrated it. On it 
their plain duty from it. If any one supposes I || rests all our institutions. It is the great shrine 
entertain a feeling of animosity towards my south- || which our fathers covered with their blessings, as 
ern brethren, let me here and now disabuse him. || the Cherubim covered with their wings the ark of 
I commend them; I admire them for their bold- || the covenant of the Lord. Now it is assaulted so 
ness and success. But whilst I do so, I have an |} frequently it neither excites interest nor occasions 
unspeakable contempt fot that pusillanimity which || remark. ‘A new gospel has been preached to the 
enables them to exercise the one and to accom- || nation, and the man who values either his charac- 
plish the other. I would have them imitated in |! ter or repose will be careful not to molest the mod- 
their State pride and lack of gold-greediness; in || ern orthodoxy by vain attempts to resuscitate the 
their zeal, their energy, their frankness, and their || past. Those traitor zealots,who were so mis- 
skill. If we were more like them we would suffer guided as to give their labors to God and pos- 
| 
| 
ii 
! 











less, and they would respect us more. They || terity,died too soon to learn the lie thev had advo- 
would not then secure all the powers of Govern- || ated, and how little they had achieved. Itis well 
ment and all the patronage ofoffice. Our northern |! it was so, for they barely escaped the day when, 
Presidents would be full-grown men; command- || if living, they would have been followed and 
ers-in-chief of the Army and Navy; executing || taunted by derisive and detractive ephithets; and 
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when a Federal chief, sitting giddy-heated in the 
chair of Washington and Jefferson, would have 
opened upon them the vials of his indecent wrath 
and demanded them in sacrifice, to appease the 


vengeance of those who must always despise him. 
Largely connected with the institution, they did 
not permit the consideration of slavery to in- 


terfere with the discharge of that plain duty 
they believed they owed the cause of cama 
Thinking it right to rebuke wrong, they did so 
in plain and unambiguous language. They were 
not theorists merely, but practicalists. 


They | 


looked forward to an unconfined liberty, and de- | 


clared absolute, perpetual bondage inimical to the 
education, opinions, social life, and every moral 


quality of those who were surrounded by it. | 


We are not permitted to follow either their ex- 
umple or their precepts. Silence, even, will not 
leave us unmolested. We are now required, un- 
der the impending pains and penaltics of party 
anathemas and proscription, to declare the en- 
slavement of a weaker race to be patriarchal and 
heaven-ordained; and that those who fought our 
battles, and framed and shaped our government, 
were banded infuriates and silly philanthropists. 
In this land there are as yet no chains forged for 
the intellect which may not be broken; and we 
will never allow either our faith or our confidence 
to be shackled. 
believing Christians, to array themselves against 
the sentiment of the world, and to proclaim sla- 


very a sacred institution, which has divided the || 


churches, and laid the foundation for that remark- 
able propagandism which professes to rely upon 


It was this exaction made of 





the Divine favor for its ultimate ascendency and | 
at ; 7 
success. ‘The conquest of the southern church 


to the sanction and interests of slavery has given 


and has made it bold in the enormity of its de- 
mands. 
ship it. This is a sectional view that we never 
can sanction; and we appeal to the justice of God 
and the moral sense of men to sustain us in our 
refusal, 

The effort to justify the origin of slavery, how- 
ever it may be regarded by those taught in a dif- 
ferent theology, cannot be more objectionable 
than the means used to coerce them into its adop- 
tion. Some of these it is my purpose to refer to; 
and I regret that I do not command the time to 
speaR of them with that particularity which is 
demanded by their importance. 

The people of the northern States entertain a 
loyal attachment to the Constitution and the 
Union. ‘Those who would deny the declaration 
have fallen into the mistake of assuming the sin- 
gularities of a few to be a type of the mass. We 
will maintain the Federal compact in its integrity. 
There is no law written, organic or statute, against 
which we will raise the hand of rebellion; and we 
are fast forming the determination to restrain others 
from doing so. There is no record of a time when 
we fell short of a discharge of our whole duty. 
We have not only fought our own battles, but 
the battles of a common brotherhood. We have 
striven long because we loved well, and we gath- 
ered victory because we were devoted. We have 
branded treason, rebuked fanaticism, and kept the 
faith. And now, having thus acted, strategy makes 
use of our patriotism to overcome us. ‘Those in 
the South for whose rights and welfare we have 
struggled and exhausted ourselves through long 
and arduous campaigns, feeling our passion for 
the Union to be our weakness, break in upon our 
needed rest and startle our fears with its threat- 
ened dissolution. This cry always comes from 
the same quarter, and is sectional. It has been 
wonderful, magical in its office. It has secured 
tribute, subsidies, and esteem. Where our judg- 
ments would deny, our hearts have granted; and, 
stung by our wrongs, we have even caressed their 
cause. This cry that has so often startled the na- 
tion in the past, ** the Union is in danger,’’ has by 
no means been a groundless one. It has been in 
danger. It has been plaged in surroundings of 
danger by the political speculator for the mere 
purpose of having it saved. It will be again in 
danger; how frequently it may be so, it is not 
for me to predict; but this 1 will venture to de- 
clare, that danger will periodically assail it until 
the lessons of justice shall be better learned on 
the one hand, or concessionsshall be refused upon 
the other. Whenever that danger has existed, 
security, transient from its very nature, has been 


We are required to fall down and wor- | 
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| easily purchased, and always at the same price— 
by weakening the strength of one portion of the 


| Union and by strengthening the weakness of an- | 


other portion of the Union. The consumptive 
system of slavery can no longer feed upon itself 
and live. It is to be nourished by milk drawn 
from the healthy breast of vigorous liberty. The 
sinking energies of the one are to be invigorated 
and sustained at the expense of the stalwart nat- 
ural energies of the other. In this way is an 
equilibrium to be maintained in the Republic. 
The laws of God and nature are to be counter- 
acted, and principles of vastly unequal forces, and 


always at war with each other, are to be made | 
coequal by human enactments. Shall God or man | 


rule? Shall the temporal law repeal the eternal 
law? If the Union is to be preserved, it will be 
by bulwarks and not by flight. Secession, now 
so flippantly promised, is a violation of more than 


sworn obligation; it is worse than treason; it is | 


the destruction of the happiness of a numberless 


|| posterity; it earns the felon’s death; and we trust 


its punishment first to him whom we shall call 
| to preside over our destinies, and if he fails us, 
| then to self-preservation and the unconquerable 
| energies of truth as it presides in the hearts of 


|| educated freemen. 


| The years from 1844 to 1850, inclusive, will long 
| be remembered from the most remarkable, as it 


| 
1 was the most bold and adroit sectional movement 


known to our history. It had for its object a 
gigantic slavery extension; but under a pretext 
| very different in its form, It was nothing less 
| than the forcible acquisition of one half, if not 
the whole of Mexico, for the purpose indicated, 
under color of the annexation of Texas. It is 


|| worse than folly to suppose that the determina- 
ita city of refuge which it always before iacked, | 


tion to sustain what the South call the balance of 
power, but which would be more appropriately 
named the supremacy of power, has only just 


policy with southern leaders, recognizing in it, as 
they do, the condition of the life of slavery. And 
how is the correctness of their view to be re- 
sisted ? 
his race, and has not closed his eyes against the 

lain teaching of events transpiring daily around 
1im, will never be convinced that there can be an 
enduring peace between slavery and freedom. 
Truces may be agreed upon, but they will be like 
the compacts of kings, made to be broken, when- 
ever interest, ambition, passion, or progress, shall 
will it. Air lines may define rival States, but 
they never can bound conflicting sentiment. 
The vigorous and the true will invade the sickly 
and the false. The light of the press, the me- 
chanical agencies and other productions of highly 
cultivated art, the green fields and profuse har- 
vests of scientific agriculture, the wide-spread 
wings of prosperous commerce, end the flooding 
wealth of ceaseless thrift, are not to be restricted 
by river banks, or corner stones, or parallels of 
latitude. These influences are forever and ever 
at work. ‘They are your zealots, your fanatics, 
your traitors, your Abolitionists, eternally preach- 
ing of the noblest triumphs of civilization, and 
impressing their lessons upon the hearts of the 
most inconsiderate and wayward. They are the 
invincible antagonists of ignorance, indolence, 
sterility, and poverty, and none but the unwise 
or disingenuous should attempt to denyit. When 
you can wall them in, you can control the travels 
of reason and the mightiest impulses of human- 
ity. Then you may:‘‘bind the influences of 
Pleiades and loose the bands of Orion.’? Then 
you may “ bring forth Mazzaroth in his season,”’ 
and ** guide Arcturus with his sons.”’ 

It is not the handful of men planting sedition, 
and warring openly against legal institutions and 
fundamental law, which the States South fear, and 
against whose acts they seek protection through 
expansion. Itis the reflection from tlie whole sur- 
face of the States North—their intelligence, skill, 
production, enterprise, tnd prosperity, which 
threaten and disturb. To foster and encourage 
these is to augment the danger. Not to attempt 
to counteract them would indicate an abandon- 
ment of the struggle—the breaking down of the 
Trajan bridge. I see herte the cause of all the 
agitation upon the slavery question, in Congress 
and out of Congress, for the last fifteen years. 
Herein lies the secret of the contests for the Ter- 
ritories, the violation of covenants and compro- 
mises, and the appalling aggressions upon the 


| 

| been determined upon. It has long been a settled 
| 

| 


That man who has read the history of | 


| 
| 
| 
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May 1, 
sovereign rights of the people. The South seek 
the acquisition and tenure of the Territories; anq 
what better agency, let me inquire, can they em. 
oloy to fortify themselves? Once surrounding us 
- a belt of States which should regard our instj- 
tutions as inimical to theirs, we might well anticj- 
pate the fate of the man in the Iron Shroud. With 
the powers of the General Government thus placed 
beyond our control, the walls would constant! 
contract upon us until, atlast, we should be crushed 
by the pressure; or, if left to survive, it would be 
upon some rugged mountain-top, dwarfed to the 
insignifiance of San Marino. Here I point to the 
cause and source of that sectional antagonism 
which must continue until either the North or the 
South shall gain the ascendency. Time will cast 
our country’s horoscope; but let us still trust that 
it will remain her good fortune to exercise a hu- 
manizing and christianizing sway over an injured 
and distorted humanity. There is such a thing 
as ‘*manifest destiny;’’ and the destiny of the 
South is perfectly manifest to every one except 
themselves. 

‘Sir, a few foot-prints in the past point out un- 
mistakably the direction in which events have 
been hurrying us. The least noticed of these, at 
the time, was the daring resolve of party leaders 
to set aside the expressed and known will of the 
Democratic voters in the selection of a Chief Ma- 
gistrate. As Mr. Van Buren was cast off in this 
way, and without damage to those engaged in the 
plot, it has never since been considered unsafe for 
a delegated body to engage in usurpation, or to 
give to their edicts the force of obligation. This 
is a great mischief, but by no means the most 
grievous result of the act; for upon it may be 
charged one of the greatest outrages, as I con- 
ceive, our people have ever been called upon to 
endure. 1 allude to the enactment of the compro- 
mise measures of 1850, and the fruits they have 
produced. * By the great body of the then domi- 
nant party of the country, Mr. Van Buren had 
been virtually placed in nomination for the Pres- 


-—— 


| idency; but because he failed to see that necessity 


for the immediate annexation of Texas which was 
felt by others, delegates from Pennsylvania, even, 
who had given written pledges to sustain him, 
were among the earliest to sacrifice their plighted 
faith and the wishes of those they presumed to 
represent. The contrivance was successful, and 
the issue born. But, I am glad to know, the mon- 
ster proceeded from no northern womb; we did 
but act as midwives at the birth. The annexa- 
tion achieved, as was foreseen by its parents, the 
war with Mexico; and an acquisition of her soil, 
foreordained, as was supposed, for slavery, fol- 
lowed as closely-linked resulting consequences. 
But as God sometimes ventures to overrule the 
plottings of men, even the wisest of men, an un- 
seen hand was at work to disappoint purposes, 
bringing good out of evil. As Arlotta’s bath in 
the brook, by attracting the attention of Duke 
Robert of Normandy, led to the establishment of 
the British empire, so a shovel-full of earth, care- 
lessly thrown up near Suter’s old fort, wrested 
California from blight and mildew, and converted 
it into Arcadian pastures and vine-wreathed vales. 
The discovery then made was the real philoso- 
pher’s stone, which gave a golden throne to Free- 
dom, and planted her victorious banners on the 
shores of the broad Pacific. So far, well; but now 
the folly and submission began. Those who had 
secretly played with stocked cards for the prize, 
and lostit, still made claim and showed their hands; 
and the winners, always magnanimous—rich in 
present gains—agre¢ed to pay bounty for their 
daring and their enterprise. Yes, California, with 
area enough to make three States larger than 
New York; with a population more than sufficient 
to entitle her to two resentatives in this Hall; 
and with a constitution desired by her people, was 
denied admission into the Union because of her 
choice of institutions, although purely republican 
in their form. Preferring the energy and product- 
iveness of white labor to the sloth and sterility of 
black, we were required, I may say constrained, 
to buy her in as a sister, and at a price fixed by 
theusurer. As Iam on the subject of sectionalism, 
it may be expected I should be particular as to the 
consideration yielded. 

In the first place, we gave the fugitive slave law, 
and bound three-million adult freemen, engaged 
in professions, trades, and agriculture, to leave 
their books and tools and plows, to seek after and 
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retake the ae property of those who refused | 
the captors the equality guarantied by the Con- 
ition and the justice demanded by the spirit 
of the Government, ; 

in the second place, having, by the resolutions 
of annexation, conceded to Texas, with a title to 
joss than one hundred and seventy thousand square 
miles of territory, the astounding right to multi- 
ply her power—to divide and subdivide herself | 
veto at least five slave States, to be represented | 
vat least ten Senators—we, in the flooding of | 
-rateful hearts, but with eyes blinded-as by cata- 
racts, made her a free gift of additional domain, | 
sufficient in extent to constitute two States as 
large as Ohio, and bound the public Treasury to 
pay her ten million dollars and interest, that she 
nicht the sooner avail herself of the monstrous 
yrerogatives conferred upon her. 

in the third place, although the father of ‘ the 
compromise measures”’ declared that slavery did | 
not exist, by law, in any of the territory acquired 
from Mexico, the demand was made and agreed 
to. that it might be extended over Utah and New 
Mexico, comprising near half a million square 
niles of surface. In a word, these were the hu- | 
iniliating concessions made to the South as far 
back as 1850, not in return for acts of grace or 
sood will; but, seemingly, as a propitiation for 
the enormity of having petitioned for a plainright. 
Such is the statesmanship of barratry and the 
statesmanship of bungle, over which praises have | 
been sung to cover up disgrace. | 

‘The South have a settled policy; the North have | 
none. The South have the a of sectional in- | 
] 
| 
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terest and advantage; the North lack even that 

of consistent and persistent opposition. When | 
they would make oblations to their peculiar in- | 
stitution, they clothe themselves in the mantle of | 
a pretended patriotism, and declaim on the sacred- | 
ness of the Seastbiniann but when we venture to | 
ask a sustaining hand for ours, they would dis- | 
figure us by attempts to gird us with sackcloth, | 
and filling our ears with the yelp and taunt of | 
sectionalism, And I should like some one to 
name to me a President who, within the last de- 
cade, at least, has not contemptuously turned his 
hack upon those to whom he promised fairness, 
Whose votes were necessary to his promotion, 
and who really constitute the right arm of the na- 
tion. Let him be named, if possible, for I con- 
fess | have never known him, even by repute. 
They haveall—yes,all—been living commentaries 
upon the insecurity of platform professions and 
the spirit of submission, if not forgiveness, in the 
betrayed elector. The present Executive has not 
so much rendered himself notorious by his mere || 
partiality, as he has by the disgusting subservi- | 
ency displayed in his rule. His cajolery and de- | 
ception as a candidate have only been excelled | 
by his cynical demeanor to his true friends, as an 
officer. He has valued phrases of flattery above 
the honest support of disinterested friendship, 
and prefers retirement, amid the execration of his | 
neighbors, to the eulogies which wait upon faith- | 
ful service. A self-relying and self-sustaining | 
manhood would induce him to look above and | 
beyond the artificial or painted horizon by which | 


| now comes too late. 
| the South—and I admit it is for them a severe 





the trickster seeks to limit his vision, and not al- | 
low litmself to be made a partisan and dupe. But 
when we find our confidence betrayed, and de- 
cency insulted, let us not blink the cause. Those 
communities which, harmonized by a common 
concern, take advantage of our want of unity and 
purpose, impress the placeman and spoilsman 
with the notion that they hold the keys of honor | 
and of fortune. There is something here to study 
and to learn. 

The South have necessities, and act upon them. 
The North have necessities, and sink into dreamy | 
slumber. We fail to observe the steady steppings | 
of the invader, but get into a frightful bustle when | 
his guns begin to thunder at our city walls. The 
South are vociferous for party as long as its ma- 
chinery works unerringly to their advantage. The 
North are satisfied with declarations of a govern- 
mental policy, without regard to its success; and 
exult over platforms whilst all their embodied 
principles are being violated. I cannot sanction 
the course pursued cither by the South or by the 
North; it is unfair, it is unjust. That of the South 
issectional and aggressive; that of the North yield- 
ing and self-destructive. Deprecating anarchy and 
war, I desire, above all things, an honest main- 
tenance of the compact between these United 
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States in its integrity. Sustaining Democracy, I | 
Sea against its being made a catch and acheat. 


| 
Jorn and living in one of the most powerful, pros- | 
| 


— intelligent, and generous of the free States, 
will not admit a right of superiority over our 
citizens, either by nature, education, or grace. 


than the doctrines and pledges of the national 
Democracy. They were plainly written, and re- 
ceived but one interpretation. Popular sover- 
eignty over all domestic institutions was declared 
to be as perfect and complete in the resident of a 
Territory as in the citizen of a State; and that 
party bound itself to its faithful maintenance. If 
it was sound and undeniable before the election, 
it was not the less soafterwards. But no; it failed 
in practice. It failed to accomplish what it was 
believed by many it would accomplish, and there- 
fore it was repudiated. It failed to give Kansas 
to slavery. It failed to make eight million men, 
without industrial habits and colonizing capacity, 
superior to eighteen million with these auxilia- 
ries, in theirrace for new sovereignties; and thence- 
forward it was enrolled in the catalogue of hum- 
bugs. It failed to aid the sectional purposes of 
the South, and thenceforward to favor it became 
heterodox; and all who have done so, from that 
day to this, have been branded with treason and 
trodden down beneath the iron heel of a fear- 
struck, renegade President. The end ought to 
have been seen from the beginning. On the 19th 
of March, 1856, when this doctrine was at the. 


flood-tide of its popularity, I ventured to use this | 


language here: 
‘* Sir, the supporters of that bill [the Kansas-Nebraska 


| bill] have proclaimed to the nation that the Territories 


of the United States are to constitute ‘a fair field,’ and that 
there is to be ‘a free fight’ there, between the North and 
the South, to decide whether slavery or freedom shall rule 
them. If the energy, the enterprise, the active modes of 
life, the available capital, and the numbers of the North, 
shall not be able to compete successfully with their oppo- 
sites in the South, and secure freedom to the Territories, 
then I will admit that there is a vitality and a power in sla- 
very which we of the North have never dreamed of. In my 
opinion, the Representatives of the South in the Thirty- 


Third Congress * have sown the fire, and they will gather | 


fire into their own garners.’ * 


I have only to add, that the correctness of my 
views has been proven at an earlier day than | 
then anticipated, and that the pang of repentance 
The choice to be made by 


one—is between the rigid observance of existing 
law, which will shut out slavery from the Terri- 
tories by a popular vote, and congressiohal inter- 
vention directly to exclude it. The next census, 
if fairly taken, will show such a preponderance 
of population on the side of the North as to con- 
vince the most skeptical on this point. 

But there are more appalling evidences of the 
sectionalism I charge. ‘These are found in acts 
of glaring lawlessness and disorder, and in the 
determination to cripple and impoverish northern 
labor. 

Sir, there are eighteen States of this Union, and 


soon there will be twenty-three, extending from | 


the Atlantic to the Pacific, and across fifty-eight 
degrees of longitude, teeming with millions of 
men, controlling and directing the literature, com- 
merce, agriculture, manufactures, and mechanic 
arts, of the whole country; fruitful in peace and 
able for war, who will not soon forget the early 
history of Kansas, and the suffering of their friends 
and kinsmen there through violence and fraud. 
It was there the lesson was industriously taught 
and fully learned that the rightful rule of the peo- 
ple over all their institutions meant but the sane- 
tion and acceptance of slavery; and that a Presi- 
dent of the United States could be as false as other 
men. It was there the people ascertained, for the 
first time, that the power to form and regulate in- 
stitutions, conferred upon them: by their organic 
act, and wWich Mr. akin informed them 
had an a reference to slavery, would con- 


fer sovereignty or deny it, just as its exercise | 


might be congenial or uncongenial to slavery; that 
the people of a Territory were under a constitu- 
tional obligation.to legislate for its benefit, but 
could, under no circumstances, legislate against it; 
that a Territory was virtually a slave State; that 
popular sovereignty, which before an election was 


admitted to be alike in State and Territory, was a | 


naked right and obligation to assist the South 
againstthe North inacontest betweenthem, which 
was to end in the superiority of the one and the 


|| hkely to overlook all this. 
In 1856 there was nothing better understood || 


1895 


anferiority of the other; and that when a major- 
ity, deceived by artifice, would not consummate 
the dishonesty, it should be perfected by ruftian 
invasion, stuffed ballot-boxes, and the bayonets 
|| of the Federal Army. These States will not be 
When they shall do 
so, their future will be made up, and might as 
|| well be written out. 

|| Unfortunately, it is not permitted us longer to 


|| doubt the existence of southern sectional schemes, 


|| and of the inefficiency alike of laws, treaties, and 
|| proprieties to restrain them. In the infancy and 
| innocency of the Republic, the inhumanity, crim- 
|| inality, and impolicy of the slave trade were ad- 
| mitted and denounced under severe penalties; now, 
| however, intelligence, character, influence, and 
|| wealth, are directed in its favor. Although the Con- 
|| stitution looked to its suppression after the year 
| 1808, the statutes made in pursuance thereof are 
|| treated as unconstitutional, without any adjudica- 
|| tion against them, and rewards offered to the de- 
|| praved and venal to treat them as nullities. How 
| this conduct may appear to others, I cannot say; 
| but to my mind it looks to the destruction of Gov- 
ernment, and comes with an exceedingly ill grace 
|| from a quarter appealing to a few in the North, 
| equally extreme in their notions, to love and abide 
| by the law. Federal courts fail to punish the of- 
| fenders; and he who all his life has breathed the 
| air of freedom, and sworn to execute the laws, 
gives to them the strongest manifestations of his 
approbation and esteem. ‘This movement, car- 
rying with it, as it does, the plainest admission 
that the South require additional labor to culti- 
| vate their lands; indeed, that their necessities in 
this respect are so overruling as to constrain 
them forcibly to subvert the very foundations 
of all safe government, does not restrain them 
from the significant absurdity of demanding for 
| their slaves not merely the territory already be- 
longing to the nation, but even Cuba, Central 
America, and Mexico. If the South have any 
reason for aiding, encouraging, and shielding the 
| fillibuster, which they are willing to declare, it 
is found, unquestionably, in this pretense. ‘This 
is, then, their position, and to the maintenance of 
which, as I infer, they mean, sooner or later, te 
commit the Democratic party, and to have recog- 
nized by congressional action. It may be thus 
|| plainly stated: slaves are now so high in price, 
|! and lands so low, as to show a great demand for 
the former; and therefore the foreign slave trade 
must be renewed, and the laws abolishing it re- 
pealed. Then, again, slave territory must be 
added, to afford an outlet for surplus labor; and, 
to acquire it, treaties must be broken down, the 
national honor tarnished, and the country, if needs 
be, embroiled in servile, civil, and foreign wars. 
Here, I presume, we are to look for that true con- 
servative nationalism which, under the patroniz- 
ing guidance of Presidents, Cabinets, and small 
officials, brands northern devotion to the Union, 
the Constitution, the laws, and the sound prin- 
ciples of republican government, as s¢ valonal and 
unfriendly. Such demands must be resisted to 
the last. They can mean but one thing; and, un- 
checked, they can end in but one thing—unlimited 
slavery expansion and the subjection of the North. 
Southern statesmen and politicians resting upon 
the conclusion to force slavery into the master 
over freedom, the North is not only to be shackled, 
but weakened by starvation. Directing all their 
efforts to erect a line of slave battlements around 
the free States, we could scarcely expect them to 
strengthen our means of resistance, and conse- 
quently we must not be surprised to find all kindly 
and genial legislationdenied us. Those who see 
| nothing significant in the failure here, or in the 
| Senate, of all measures conducive to the interests 
of northern capital and labor, are invariably the 
least reflective of our people, and those who are 
most safely relied upon to make up party conven- 
tions, and so to shape their facesas to receive amas- 
ter’ssmile. The Northask but a fair share of the 
benefits of Government, and they will soon have 
| it, in the only way by which it should be reached: 
by doing equal and exact justice, and by forcing 
others to follow their example, It is possible, I 
know, that, mortified by defeat, those who drive 
us to this resolve may desire to follow the exam- 
»le of Sardanapalus, to fire the temple and perish 
in the flames; but we will save both it and them. 
Sir, this discussion has been to me by no means 
i a pleasant one; but the general charge of fanati- 
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cism so constantly thundered against the North, 
because of mere individual delinquencies, has be- 
come so nauseating that I have felt myself forced 


ee —_- 


mito it. 
conclusions. ‘They are truc and legitimate, and I 
throw them before the country, desiring but an 
impartial judgment upon them. I criminate the 
accusers, and prove them guilty of the charge they 
themselves prefer. The South are the accusers, 
and sectionalism their accusation; and how can 
they explain away the circumstances I have ar- 
rayed against them—requiring the church to jus- 
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# erated and loaded with chains, butin perfect stature 


I have stated my facts and drawn my | 


tify slavery; driving the North into an acqui- | 


escence in their demands, that the Union may be 
shielded; closing the doors against free States until 
the capricious price fixed for their admission is 
paid; proselyting Presidents to southern schemes; 
using the enunciations of party for local and selfish 
purposes, by allowing or denying sovereignty to 
the people, as their interests may mecline; disre- 
garding the most sacred compacts and statutes, in 
reopening the slave trade and encouraging land 
piracy to build up slave States;and withholding all 
legislation favoring the growth and prosperity of 
the North? Certain it is, if the North ever entered 


the lists for sectional profit, they have been far | 


outstripped in the raeec. 


Mr. Chairman, you value highly your title to | 


American citiz nship, because itis honorable. It 
has been made so by the natural operations of 
the political system under which we live. Our 
Constitution was framed in liberality and justice; 
and until recently we have all reverenced it. Its 
humane principles, rather than soil and climate, 
have made usa great nation. It recognizes no 
birthright prerogatives, and disposes, as far as 
possible, of all artificial distinctions between men. 
lt records no single selfish thought; on the con- 
trary, its philanthropy is as broad as the earth. 
It has made our country a father to the fatherless, 
a refuge for the pursuc Tend persecuted—the cita- 
del of freedom. It has doubled our population, 
peopled new States, increased productive enter- 
prise, vindicated its origin, and established the 
sacred character of its mission. As far as human 
forecast can discover, the only obstacle in the 
broad road of empire which Providence seems to 
have marked out for us, is the conflict of sectional 
institutions and interests. If this cannot be pre* 
vented, it certainly need not be encouraged. I 
have no right, directly or indirectly, to interfere 
with the domestic establishments of my friend in 
South Carolina, and I deny his right to interfere 
with mine. Weare both shielded by the same 
law. If mine have merits to recommend them 
above -his, and powers and influence beyond his, | 
that is hisill fortune or hisill choice, and he must 
not quarrel with me on that account, much less | 
contend that his shall be accepted. Early Chris- 
tianity disturbed the business of Demetrius, less- 
ening the demand for silver shrines; but he was 
not justified on that account for insisting upon the 
worship of Diana. Each must be left to the peo- 
ple for their unrestricted acceptance or rejection, 
as advantage, convenience, or fancy may dictate. 
They will eventually dispose of all ae difficul- 
ties, whether we will it or not. 

It is popular power, sir, that has made us | 
what we are; it will lead us on to a dazzling future. 





in the meantime, men will have nightmares, and || 


awake to blissful realities; prophecies of disaster 

will be made and falsified; faith will fail and be | 
restored ; embarrassments will be interposed and 
brushed away. Even now, no ocean strand limits 
the force of our example. We have a written 
history without a parallel in the annalsof our race. 
We have touched the disguises of tyranny as 
with the spear of Ithuriel. After six thousand 
years of unavailing effort, it was reserved for us 
to truthfully map and define the poiitical attri- 
butes of man. In three quarters of a century we 
have advanced froma few feeble colonies to numer- 
ous and mighty States. From the wilderness we 
have carved out the fruitful field, cultivated the | 
products of all soils and climates, and fed starv- 
ing millions. We have built more cities than 
Thebes had gates; invented steamboats and tele- 
graphs; made railroads; opened mines; and, by 
the aid of the mechanical genius of our people, 
are on the eve of supplying the world with the 
fruits of our aris. e now stand in the front | 
rank of earthly Powers—not as a nation of war- 
riors, born to the work of death, but as a nation 
of men educated to the trades of life; not degen- 





and unfettered will. Shall all this be sacrificed to 
the weakness of the foolish, the aspirations of the 
sclfish, or the machinations of the wicked ? 
public heart nepnane quickly to mine, ** Never! 
no, never!’’ and there is safety. 


Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, itis not often 


that I engage in the discussion of questions not | 


connected with measures of instant and necessary 


legislation, but belonging only to the past history | 


of the country or questions of mere speculation 
and theory; but I feel that [ought not to allow 


the very glaring errors of the gentleman from | 
. . { 
|| Pennsylvania [Mr. Hickman] to pass without an 


attempt, at least, to correct them. The gentleman 
has made many and grievous complaints against 
the South, I suppose by the South, he means 


those States of the Union in which the institu- | 
tion of domestic slavery prevails; and in the cat- | 


alogue of his charges against the South, he places 


most prominently what he calls the compromise | 


measures of 1850. Sir, I ought not to be sur- 
prised, perhaps, that gentlemen upon this floor 
should denounce the compromise measures of 
1850; but I have a right to be surprised that such 
denunciation should come from the North. Some 
of those measures the gentleman was pleased to 
speak of in highly laudatory terms; oan it is plain 
that, as to them, his complaint is against the course 
pursued by the southern members who opposed 
them. He complains that the Representatives 
from the southern States used their earnest efforts 
to defeat the passage of the bill admitting Cali- 
fornia into the Union. He says, not very cour- 
teously and not very charitably, that the opposi- 
tion of the southern members was induced wholly 
by the refusal of the people of California to es- 
tablish slavery in that State. 

Mr. Chairman, I have often felt surprised that 
any member of the Thirty-First Congress should 
have given his vote for the admission of Califor- 
nia; and that surprise was occasioned by the fact 
that I was not disposed, as the gentleman has 


been, to indulge in uncharitable constructions of | 


| northern sentiment and northern motives, and 
| conclude that those who voted for the admission 
of California only did so because slavery was 
| excluded from that State. Perhaps it may be hard 


_to suggest any other motive for the conduct of 


|| those men at that time; and yet, if gentlemen dis- 


| claim the imputation, I will not seek to apply it. 

Under what circumstances was the application 
made for the admission of California into the 
Union, and why was it opposed by some members 
upon this floor? I claim the right to speak for at 
least one of those members, 1 did regard the cir- 


nia into this Union as involving one of the greatest 
outrages ever perpetrated upon the Constitution; 
and | aver, with all sincerity, that no part of my 
opposition to the admission of California arose 
from the exclusion of slavery in the constitution 
of that State. Here was a territory belonging to 
the United States, acquired by conquest and pur- 
chase from the Republic of Mexico. Congress 
| had formed no territorial government there. It 
was the right of Congress to refuse to establish a 
territorial government there. It was the property 
of the States of this Union; and the Representa- 
tives of the people of those States had, if they 
pleased, the right to refuse to establish a territorial 
government, whatever may have been the occasion 
of their failure to do so, 

Under those circumstances, what did we see? 
Why, the inhabitants of our territory, not divided 
into legislative districts, not having their right to 
vote defined by any enactment either of the Fed- 
eral Legislature, or of any local Legislature, with- 
out having any bounds or limits prescribed, un- 
dertaking to meet together, to nominate delegates, 
| in such numbers as they chose, and to organize 
a convention to frame what they call@d a consti- 
tution for the State of California. And all this 
they did under the dictation of a military com- 
mander. It was, in other words, a State created 
by a regimental order; and that State was intro- 
duced into this community of sovereigns by a 
majority of the votes of this House. What right 
has the gentleman from Pennsylvania to assume 
that the votes of the southern members upon that 
occasion were controlled by their opposition to 
the exclusion of slavery by the people calling 
themselves the State of California? 

Again, sir, the gentleman refers to the course 





The | 


cumstances attending the introduction of Califor- | 
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of members upon the Texas boundary bill. The 
gentleman has complained that thisGovernment— 
the South, as he says—gave to Texas territor 
enough to form three States, and gave from the 

ublic Treasury also the sum of $10,000,000, 
Sir, I can excuse the gross error into which the 
gentleman has fallen, as he was not personally 
connected with the Government of the United 
States at that time, and therefore he may claim 
to be pardoned for his misstatement. Does not 
the gentleman know that the State of Texas be- 
came a member of the American Union claiming 
a boundary to the Rio Grande? What right had 
the Government of the United States to abate 
any portion of the demand made by Texas her- 
self? The complaint which southern members 
had the right to make, and which they actually 
did make, was, that Congress passed that very 
law, which the gentleman referred to as evidence 
of aggression by the South upon the North. 
Does the gentleman speak advisedly when he says 
that the South favored the passage of tfie Texas 
boundary bill? Does not the gentleman know 
that perhaps a majority of the Representatives of 
the South voted against the passage of that meas- 
ure? I know I did; and I believe that a majority 
of my colleagues voted against it; and yet, though 
the fact was that the Texas boundary bill was 
resisted more earnestly by the South than perhaps 
any other measure, he actually charges against 
the South the passage of that bill, and speaks of 
it as an aggression upon the North? 

Sir, I had the right to complain, I did complain, 
and I always have complained, that, by the legis- 
lation of this Government, a large portion of the 
territory of Texas, which by the articles of an- 
nexation was slaveholding territory, was dedi- 
cated to free soil; and that $10,000,000 taken from 
the public Treasury was paid to the State of Texas 
for this surrender of slaveholding territory. I 
have never doubted or denied that the measure 
was one highly advantageous to the Common- 
wealth of Texas; but I utterly deny that the gen- 
tleman has any right to refer to that act as evidence 
of unfiiendly feeling or unfriendly legislation upon 
the part of southern members. The State of Texas 
came into the Union with her claim of boundary; 
and the gentleman ought to know that there is no 
power under the Constitution in the Federal Gov- 
ernment to abate one inch of the claim preferred 
by that State at the moment of her becoming a 
member of this Confederacy. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him whether, accord- 
ing to his knowledge of the fact, at the time of 
annexation there was one Texan settlement or a 
slave beyond the Nueces, and this side of the Rio 
Grande? I heard General Taylor say that, when 
he and Doniphan conquered that territory, no 
Texan foot had been beyond the Nueces. 

Mr.MILLSON. Ifthe whole country had been 
a howling wilderness, it would not, in any degree, 





| have affected the right or obligation of the United 


States. Texas had become a member of this 
Union, claiming certain boundaries, The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, who last addressed the 
Chair, will not pretend to affirm that it was within 
the competency of the Federal Government to de- 
termine upon the boundary ofaState. Even@vhen 
the northeastern boundary treaty was negotiated, 
by which a portion of the territory of Maine was 
conceded to belong to Great Britain, it required 
the assent of the Legislatures of Maine and Mas- 
sachusetts to consummate thatarrangement. And 
whatever may*have been the state of the ques- 
tion, whatever may have been the ability of Texas 
to maintain her claim, she came into the Union 
with that claim; and it was the duty of the Fed- 
eral Government to protect her to the extent of 
that demand. 

I say, then, that this was a concession of terri- 
tory by the State of Texas to be dedicated to free 
soil under the operation of that bill. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania now before me, [Mr. 
Srevens,]amember of the Thirty-First Congress, 
understood well that that was the effect of the 
Texas boundary bill. I agree with both those 
gentlemen in their opposition to that bill. They 
were not more earnest in their opposition to that 
measure than I was myself ; and it is clearly a per- 
version of the true state of things to represent the 

sage of that bill as indicating an unfriendly and 
ostile sentiment upon the part of southern men 
towards the North. 





Ce 





3 
1 
& 
Z 
4 
ba 


ait. 


0 i Oy alla Ri cic 2 








y 3 


—~—. 


LL 
The 
nent— 
‘Titor 
M the 
0,000, 
th the 
onally 
Jnited 
claim 
€S not 
as be- 
iming 
it had 
abate 
3 her- 
mbers 
tually 
. ver 
leeen 
Forth, 
j says 
Texas 
know 
ves of 
neas- 
jorit 
oneh 
| was 
rhaps 
ainst 


ks of 


lain, 
legis- 
f the 
f an- 
ledi- 
from 
exas 
Pend 
sure 
non- 
gen- 
ence 
ipon 
exas 
ary; 
is ho 
TOV- 
rred 
wa 


the 
ord- 
e of 
ora 
Rio 
hen 

no 


een 
ree, 
ited 
this 
itle- 
the 
hin 
de- 
hen 
ed, 
vas 
red 
as- 
ind 
1es- 
Kas 
ion 
ed- 
of 


rri- 
ree 
le- 
{r. 
88, 
the 
se 
ey 
iat 
er- 
he 
nd 
en 


ad 


io 


- 
odie 


~ RN ANE Ac cise 








1860. 


Again, the gentleman speaks of the attempt of 


the South at that time to provide for the extension 
of slavery into the Territories of New Mexico and 
Utah. Tcannotlet his remarks in this respect pass 
uncontradicted. Had the gentleman been here at 
the time, he would have known that the effort of 
northern Representatives was to exclude slavery 
from those Territories. Although the gentleman 
has just affirmed that, by the law of Mexico, sla- 
very was already prohibited there, yet the effort 
was made to exclude it by congressional legisla- 
tion. Was the South at that time demanding the 
yassage of any law for the extension of slavery 
into those Territories? Sir, did any of the com- 
promise bills even provide for repealing the Mexi- 
can law prohibiting slavery? The gentleman ought 
to know they did not. And yet he has said here 
to-day, in utter disregard of the facts of history, | 
that the effort of southern members at that time | 
was to extend slavery to those Territories by di- 
rect legislation, though it was prohibited by local 
law. SA 

Now I come to the only remaining point to 
which the gentleman referred—the fugitive slave 
law—and of which he complains in very pathetic 
terms. And what is the foundation of his com- 
plaint? What does he allege? Has he gone into 
any details? Has he shown the law to be un- 
constitutional? Has he denied that the rendition 
of fugitive slaves is a guarantee of the Constitu- 
tion? Of what has he complained ? Why, only 
that the citizens of the free States are themselves 
called upon to assist in the execution of the law. | 
if that gentleman bea lawyer,asI presume he is, | 
he will allow me to ask him whether this sug- 
gestion of what is the duty of the citizens of each 
State, in aiding the execution of the law, added 
anything at all to the obligation which antece- 
dently rested on all men, to assist in the execu- 
tion of the law of the land? 

Mr. HICKMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will allow me to say aword. I think he 
misapprehends entirely what I said. He will 
have great difficulty to find in my remarks any 
complaint against the fugitive slave law. M 
complaint was, that while the oe of the North 
were disposed to carry out all the provisions of 
existing law, whether that were constitutional or 
statute law, the South would not do us justice; 
that in that respect they became sectional; that 
they denied us equality; a fact which, | think, 











appears here: that every measure favorable to the 
»rosperity of the North is refused, both in this 
Game and in the Senate. That is my complaint. 
We intend to abide by the law, however it may 
be written, but we demand justice at the same 
time that we fulfill the law. 

Mr. MILLSON. Idonot think I have been in 
error in the idea that the gentleman did complain 
that the citizens of the North were invoked by 
the law to aid in the recovery of fugitive slaves. 
If he did not complain of it, all I can say is that 
the statement was made in the tone and manner 
of complaint; and if he did not intend it as evi- 
dence of his appreciation of the excellence of the 
law, we can only infer that he designed it as an 
argument against the propriety of the law. 

r. HICKMAN. I think the gentleman from 
Virginia will easily see that he is in error, when 
I state substantially what I did say. I said that 
the fugitive slave Lowe bound three million free- 
men, engaged in professions, trades, and agricul- 
ture, to leave their books and tools and plows, to 
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follow after and retake the running property of 
those who refuse to the captors the equality de- 
manded by the Constitution and the justice which 
ought to be secured through the agency of the 
Government. It was not a complaint against the 
law, but a complaint that, while we were retak- 
ing their fugitives from labdr, they would not do 
us justice here. . 

r. MILLSON. Then I accept the gentleman’s 
statement as he explains it, and am glad to hear 
that the gentleman does not complain of that fea- 
ture of the law. I am glad to hear that the gen- 
tleman differs from so many of his associates in 
the northern States, who bollame that it is a gross 
insult to northern sentiment to call upon them to 
leave their business to capture fugitive slaves. 
Certainly the gentleman is right. The gentleman, 
as a lawyer, must know that the expression in the 
law of what is the duty of the citizen adds noth- 
ing to the obligation of the citizen. There is an 


| in the party with which he has lately become as- 
| sociated, for the concession that there is no just 
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antecedent obligation on all citizens of the Con- || man from Pennsylvania for his suggestion. It is 
federacy to aid in the execution of the law; and || well calculated to aid my argument. Certainly, 
the simple declaration that this is expected from | the claimant had the power to recover under the 
them, cannot, in any sense, be regarded as offens- || Constitution of the United States. If he had that 
ivetothem. Butthe gentleman from Pennsylva- || pewer under the Constitution of the United States 
nia makes nocomplaint, it seems, in regard to the || —and the act of 1793 recognizes that power—how 
fugitive slave law. [Lam very happy to have the || could that act, then, be unconstitutional? The 
authority of that gentleman, who stands so high | gentleman does not say that it was unconstitu- 
tional, The gentleman will not say that the act 
of 1793 was unconstitutional. If he will, I will 
give him the opportunity to do so, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I do not, 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman will not say 
so. All Lam concerned to show, then, is that the 
act of 1850 cannot be more unconstitutional than 
the act of 1793. It is not any more unconstitu- 
tional, because it allows nothing but what the act 
of 1793 allowed. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Did the act 
of 1793 constitute any magistrate a judge to make 
his decision conclusive against the writ of habeas 
corpus, or trial by jury? 

Mr. MILLSON., I did not hear the gentleman's 
question, 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Did the act 








cause of complaint against the fugitive slave law. 

Mr. HICKMAN, [think, Mr. Chairman, that 
recent indications show pretty clearly that | am 
in a pretty strong party already without joining | 
any new one. In other words, I think the traitors 
have rather reached the ascendency. 

Mr. MILLSON. It was no part of my present 
purpose to discuss the prospects of political par- 
ties at this time. I rose ame for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the committee to some 
errors into which I supposed the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had fallen. 

Mr. HICKMAN. My remark was intended 
rather as an answer to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Virginia that I had been joining a 
new party or making a new affiliation. He may || of 1793 institute a new tribunal, unknown to the 
discover something in what I have heretofore said |, Constitution, and make its decision final and con- 
or done to justify him in that remark, although | ‘| elusive, without trial by jury, as to the liberty of 
am not aware of anything. I stand on precisely |; the subject? 
the same principles and the same platform on || Mr. MILLSON. A new tribunal? 
which I have always stood. I know neither va- ||} Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir, 
riableness nor lee of turning. ' such as a postmaster; such as are provided under 

Mr. MILLSON. I have listened to the state- || the act of 1850—and make the decision of that tri- 
ment of the gentleman. He knows best his own || bunal final and conclusive? 

ersonal position in the political party to which Mr. MILLSON. The act of 1793 did that very 
be refers. I had supposed that the gentleman || thing, except that it did not, and no act can, make 
was but recently a member of the Democratic |! the decision of any judicial agent final. 
organization, and that he had lately associated || Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
himself with what is now generally known as the || 1850 does. 
Republican organization. I do not know how Mr. MILLSON. No, sir; the act of 1850 does 
far the fact is so; but it was to that change of || no such thing. The act of 1850 gives to the com- 
position, from the Democratic to the Republican || missioners appointed by the judges the authority « 
organization, that I made the allusion to which |! to inquire into the validity and lawfulness of the 
the gentleman responds. application of the claiman:. 

But one or two words now, Mr. Chairman, in Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Doesa writ 

regard to the fugitive slave law, which I supposed || of habeas corpus lie in any court of the United 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania had assailed, || States to review the decision of the deputized 
and which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Wi.- || agents under the law? 
son] this morning certainly did assail. I want Mr. MILLSON. Unquestionably. 
some gentleman to tell me what objection can be Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, 
urged against it on the score of corstitutionality. || courts have all been wrong. 
Two or three gentlemen, whom I have hearddis- || Mr. MILLSON. I had better tell the gentle- 
cuss the subject, have declared that the law is || man at once to what [ refer. IT tell him that the 
unconstitutional because it confidesethe execution || act of 1793 authorizes the adjudication of the right 
of its provisions to commissioners appointed by || of the claimant to be made by a justice of the 
the ile and not to any portion of the Federal || peace, Is epee of the peace a judicial agent 
judiciary. The gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Bine- || of the United States? Will anybody pretend to 
HAM,| who spoke on this subject the other day, || say that a justice of the — in New Hampshire 
admitted thathe was satisfied with the act of 1793; || or Massachusetts isa judicial agent of the United 
and yet that act is liable to every objection that 


States? 

has been urged, on the score of constitutionality, || Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, It has been 
against the fugitive slave law of 1850. Uncon- || decided that that act of Congress has no binding 
stitutional, because the commissioners are appoint- | effect upon such magistrates or judicial officers ; 
ed by the courts! Why, do gentlemen insist that || that they are under no obligation to execute it, 
the arrest of a fugitive shall be made by a judge? Mr. MILLSON. I am much obliged to the 
Then repeal your fugitive slave law of 1793; for || gentleman for his admission. It is what I was 
that.law authorized the arrest to be made by the || about to say myself. That act of Congress im- 
claimant, who is neither judge nor State magis- || poses no obligation upon a justice of the peace, 
trate. These gentlemen were satisfied with the || and a justice of the peace is not bound to admin- 
act of 1793. They have alleged no complaint of || ister the law. And why? Because a justice of the 
unconstitutionality against that act; and yet this || peace is not a judicial agent of the United States. 
very act of 1793, so highly praised by gentlemen, ie owes no allegiance, as such, to the United 
because they have set it up as a foil to the legis- || States. He is not responsible for malfeasance in 
lation of 1850, has gone even further than the act || office to the United States. He cannot be removed 
of 1850, in conceding to the claimant the right to || from his judicial position by the United States. 
arrest fugitive slaves even without the interpo- |} He acts merely ministerially; and, acting minis- 
sition of a justice. terially, and ministerially alone, the act of 1793 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Would not || committed the execution of the law to ministerial 
the claimant have had a right to arrest his fugi- || agents precisely as the gentleman complains that 
tive slave without any act of Congress at all? || the act of 1850 does. 
If he had gone into a free State and found him || It is said that commissioners are not judicial 
there, could he not have taken him as he could | agents. Granted. I tell gentlemen that justices of 
take his horse, and, unless there was a legal pro- || the peace are not judicial agents, The gentleman 
cess to test the right, have taken him away as || from Pennsylvania (Mr. Stevens) admits it. 
having.a vested right in him—without any law, || He says that they are not bound to execute the 
and on the simple principle of recapturing prop- || law—and why? Because me are not judicial 
erty which has strayed from one State into an- || agents of this Government, Lam sure the gen- 
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The act of 








Then the 











other? Hence the law was objectionable on that || tleman is sagacious enough to be aware of the full 
point. And when you come to appoint officers || force of his admission. | can hardly suppose that 





he was unwittingly led into that admission. I 
|| accept it; and by it | establish my conclusion, that 
|| it is not a proof of the unconstitutionality of the 


'' law that the question of the return of a fugi- 


to examine and adjudge the cases, must you not 
appoint them under the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States ? 


Mr. MILLSON. I am obliged to the gentle- 
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tive slave is not required to be decided by a judicial 


agent. Then, sir, where is the objection to the 
act of 1850? 
Mr. Chairman, accepting the explanations of 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Hick- 
MAN,| I beg leave to say a word or two on the 
statement he has just submitted to the House. He 
says his complaint was, that three million men 
at the North, while they are called upon to aid in 
the execution of the fugitive slave law, are at the 
same time denied equality by the South in the 
protection of their labor and industry. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I want to 
understand the gentleman; and I am sure that he 
wants to understand me. Linquired whether the 
act of 1850 did not make a certificate of these dep- 
utized agents so conclusive that a writ of habeas 


I understood the gentleman to say that it might 
be reviewed. 

Mr. MILLSON. [am happy that the gentle- 
man reminded me of the point. [am not willing 


to rest upon the statement I have made, for it may || 
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be misunderstood. When I said that no magistrate, |} 


that no judge, could exercise that power so as to 


prevent the issuing of the writ of habeas corpus, I |) 


did not mean to be understood as saying that itis | 


competent for a judge who issues a habeas corpus 


to investigate a matter which has been decided | 


before by a competent tribunal. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. What is 
the use, then, of the writ of habeas corpus? 


Mr. MILLSON. Its simple use is to inquire 


whether a man is detained in custody by compe- | 


tent authority. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
authority. 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir, by competent au- 
thority. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
that portion of the act of 1850 to which J referred: 

* And the certificates in this and the first section men 
tioned shall be conclusive of the right of the person or per 
sons in whose favor granted, to remove such fugitive to the 
State or Territory trom which he escaped, and shall prevent 
all molestation of such person or persons by any process 


issued by any court, judge, magistrate, or other person 
whomsoever.’’ 


By legal 


Willthe gentleman inform me whether there was 
any such provision in the act of 1793? Because, 
when I conceded the constitutionality of the act 
of 1793, Il did not suppose I was thereby con- 
ceding the constitutionality of the clause which I 
have now read, andl am sure the gentleman, who 


I willread | 
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Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I have set | ests of the whole Commonwealth of Pennsylyanj 


twenty-nine men free in that way. 

Mr. MILLSON. I would not myself, a Rep- 
resentative from Virginia, have offered such a re- 
flection upon the judicial character of the judges 
of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Iagain state 
to the gentleman that I have, according to my rec- 
ollection, ene persons free, under three 
different judges, all of whom were but little infe- 
rior to the common justices’ courts of Virginia. 
{Laughter.]} 

Mr. MILLSON. As the gentleman concedes 
their inferiority, though in a small degree, I will 
not press that point any further. [Laughter.] 

But, to resume my argument. I say the object 


| of issuing the writ of habeas corpus is simply to 
corpus from another court did not lie to review it. || 


determine upon the legality of the imprisonment; 
that is, whether the party is detained by compe- 
tent authority. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman will pardon me if I again interrupt him. 
The gentleman knows that, by the English law, 
except in particular cases, the writ of habeas cor- 
pus allows the judge to inquire into the facts upon 
which the imprisonment takes place, as well as 
into the regularity of the detention. 

Mr. MILLSON. I am not so informed. I 
tell the gentleman I can hardly imagine that any 
judge, issuing a writ of habeas corpus, Was ever 
allowed to go into an inquiry of the sufficiency of 
the judgment of the committing justice. He is 


_ simply to determine whether the party is in con- 


finement by the sentence of a court of competent 
jurisdiction. Thus, if aman be imprisoned by 
the judgment of a court-martial, he may obtain a 
writ of habeas corpus; but the very moment the 
judge ascertains that he is detained by legal or 
competent authority, he remands him to impris- 
onment. A man may be committed by a justice 


| of the peace upon a charge of robbery or murder, 


| and the judge may believe the evidence to be in- 


is candid in all his statements, will tell me how he | 


reconciles this matter. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
sylvania must surely be aware that whether this 
dam is to be ante the act of 1793 or not, is 
a matter of the smallest possible consequence, and 


The gentleman from Penn- | 


the addition of the clause to the act of 1850 is of as | 
little consequence, because there are certain things | 


always understood, whether they be expressed or 
not; and among those things which are always 
understood, is the right of every judicial officer, 


authorized by law to issue the writ of habeas cor- | 


pus at all, to issue that writ on the demand of all 
persons. Sir, a man sentenced to execution may 
at any time demand the writ of habeas corpus and 
require that he shall be brought before some judge 
having authority to issue such a writ—for what 
purpose? ‘That the judge may review the sentence 
of the judge by which the man is sentenced to ex- 


ecution? -Assuredly not; but only that he may | 


inquire whether he is held in imprisonment by 
competent authority. That is all. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
does not answer the question whether the,act of 
1793 made the certificate of the magistrate so con- 
clusive that the writ of habeas corpus could not go 


Still that | 


beyond it. I have issued more than twenty writs | 


of de homine replegiando, and liberated the par- 
ties. 


Mr. MILLSON. 


What the gentleman may 


have done in his capacity of attorney at law 1 | 
cannot undertake to say; but one thing J venture | 


to affirm, and that is, that if he ever sued outa 
writ de homine replegiando, or any other writ of 
habeas corpus, and induced any judicial fanctionary 
in the State of Pennsylvania or elsewhere to re- 
view the decision ofa justice of the peace who had 
given his certificate to the claimant of the Slave, 
he, by his professional adroitness or eloquence, 
induced that judge to make a wrong decision. 


| 
} 


| 


| only at the South. 





sufficient, but he cannot discharge him, simply | 


because he is in confinement upon the judgment 


| of a court of rane pase pea poe 


Therefore it is L say that if, after the decision 
of the commissioner, rendering to the master the 
fugitive slave, an application is made for a writ, 
and upon the return of the writ the judge is satis- 
fied that he has been committed Celie’ the 
commissioner, he cannot review the sani for 
that would make a controversy perpetual. There 
would never be an end of controversy if every 
judge could review the-decision of every magis- 
trate or judge who has adjudicated the case, and 
has full authority to do so under the laws. 

I intended to speak only ten or fifteen minutes, 
and I regret to louie the committee so long at 
this late hour; but I wish to say something tothe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, who has explained 
that his complaint against the South as a South 
was, that while they call upon three million adult 
working men at the North to aid in recapturing 
fugitive slaves, they have denied the North that 
protection to their labor which that gentleman 
thinks is so imperatively demanded. Sir, it may 
be very convenient for a Representative from 


Pennsylvania to seek to alarm the geographical 
| prejudices of that old Commonwealth by repre- 
| senting the doctrine of free trade as finding favor 


| 
| 
| 
| 


But I beg leave to suggest 
to that gentleman that the policy which is main- 
tained by the Representatives of the South, or a 
part of them—for I am sorry to say they are by 
no means unanimous on that question—is one 
which ought not to be peculiar to the South, but 
one which belongs to every northern State, in a 
greater or less degree, as it does to every south- 


| ern State. 


What does the gentleman say of Illinois, In- 
diana, Ohio, Wisconsin, and Iowa? Are they the 
South? Have they nointerest in an anti-protective 

v~olicy? Why, sir, I undertake to say,and I say 
it here boldly and without fear. of successful con- 
tradiction by either of the gentlemen from Penn- 
sylvania, that this policy of protection is almost as 
much at variance with the true interests of Penn- 
sylvania herself as with those of the southern 
States. Sir, I may even go further than that, and 
say that I do not believe this policy of protection 
to be necessary or advantageous even to the in- 


| terests of those men who are designed to be pro- 


tected. I am clear in the statement that the inter- 





| 
| 





l a 
would be better promoted by the establishment of 


the free-trade policy. I do not mean by that a sys- 
tem of direct taxation; but I mean a system of 
imposts which has reference to the revenue alone, 
and not at all to the protection of domestic manu- 
factures. There are many consumers in Pennsy}- 
vania. The citizens of Pennsylvania are farmers 
and mechanics and professional men. They are 
not alliron masters. They are not all laborers 
under iron masters. And I say that to tax the 
people of Pennsylvania at large, for the interest 
of these only whoare immediately connected with 
the manufacturing interests, is a policy against 
which the whole people of Pennsylvania should 
rise up in stern opposition. 

When I say that I am not sure it would even 
aid the interests of those who are intended to be 
protected by it, I say so because the usual effect 
of protection is to give an opportunity to certain 
persons to engage in pursuits in which they could 
not profitably engage without such protection. 
Iron masters, even with protection, do not secure 
to themselves a larger rate of profit than do per- 
sons engaged in other pursuits. Competition will 
always reduce the rate of profit. The only effect 
of legislative protection is to secure to a man en- 
gaged in some unprofitable pursuit the same in- 
come that he would receive from some other em- 
ployment. 

But [ understood the allusion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and it confirms me in the sup- 
position that I have indulged for some time past 
as to the objects of the Republican party, with 
which the gentleman is avowedly associated. 
What is that party? Sir, I say, for one, that I 
do not fear the Republican party in any of its as- 
saults upon slavery. I am not sensitive; because 
Ido not fear you, gentlemen. You can do nothing 
that I dread. You willdo nothing that can alarm 
me. 

No, gentlemen, your party is one—and I say it 
without disrespect; [ say it in good temper; I 
say it because I can find no milder synonym to 
express my meaning; but I say that the Republi- 
can party Is a party of false pretenses. You are 
organized on the anti-slavery sentiment of the 
country. You believe that the anti-slavery sen- 
timent of the country will give you strength and 
power, and lead you on to office. Your real 
object is to drain the Treasury with your magnifi- 
cent schemes of internal improvement, and to 
oppress the industrial interests of the country by 
your protective taxation. Under the pretext of 
warring against slavery, your real end and aim is 
to revivethe old Federal policy of the country; and 
this you do because, after many trials of strength 
with the Democratic party, you know you will 
be overwhelmed in any open, direct, avowed con- 
test between Federalism and Democracy. You 
have invited into your ranks many free-trade men, 
by holding out to them the idea of some legislation 
on the subject of slavery—you have not told them 
what; youcannottell them what. You have told 
them but one thing; and that one thing you know 
is of impossible accomplishment. You tell them 
that your sole object is to exclude slavery from 
the Territories of the United States. 

Ido not charge you with keeping concealed 
other designs which you dare not avow, or which 

ou do not think it good policy to avow. You 
there is nothing else which, as a party, you 
have the power to do. But you have told them 
that, because you could not tell them anything 
else. There was nothing else you could promise 
them that you would ever be able to do; and that 
you know you have not now the ability to do. 
When your legions were arrayed in compact 
order, some ftw months ago, a flash of lightning 
from the Supreme Court played along your ranks 
and dashed your weapons to the ground. You 
know it. You know that, if you pass sucha law 
as you promise the people you may have the abil- 
ity to pass, it would simply be set at naught by 
the judgment of the judicial tribunals of the coun- 
try. And yet you maintain your organization, 
hoping that the strong anti-slavery sentiment 
which you attempt to nourish and perpetuate will 
induce the people to remain with you, bound to- 
gether as a Republican party; and when you are 
lifted into power, then you will give that pro- 
tection to northern manufacturing and mining 
interests, and prosecute those grand and gaudy 
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schemes of internal improvement that you have 
been prevented for so many years from accom- 
nlishing, by the stern opposition of the Demo- 
cratic party. b , 

You talk of the evils of slavery; you desire to 
make proselytes of the northern people, by rep- 
resenting that slavery is an institution which 
blights all that it rests upon; and you refer sneer- 
ingly to the condition of southern States as con- 
trasted with some of the States of the North. 
If this be so, is it kind to remind us of it? If we 
please, from our devotedness to the welfare of that 
race which we find inhabiting the same soil, and 
forming a part of our community, to maintain a 
laboring population whose industry is less profit- 
able than the free labor of the North, so much 
vaunted, are we to be taunted with it? Will 
you make of our very virtues weapons to assail 
us? Be it that the people of the South have not 
thought proper to dismiss this large population to 
pauperism and to death; be it that we maintain 
them and clothe them, and provide for all their 
wants, and yet receive a less return than you ex- 
act from those whom you employ: is it fair, is 
it generous, to taunt us for so doing? If it be as 
you say, then I demand that you give us credit 
for that disinterestedness which should have com- 
manded your admiration, instead of provoking 
your censure. 

” One word on another subject of complaint made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | Mr. Hicx- 
uan,]andI havedone. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania finds another evidence of the aggressions 
of the South upon the North, in the attempted re- 
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vival of the African slave trade. From the lan- 
guage in which the gentleman expressed himself, 
one might well infer that he intended to charge 
the reopening of the slave trade as a universal de- 
sign of the southern States. Sir, does not that 
gentleman know that, amongst the southern Rep- 
resentatives who hold seats in this Hall, there | 
are not, perhaps, five in favor of the reopening of | 
the slave trade? 

Mr. ASHMORE. There is but one—Governor 
McRae, of Mississippi. 

Mr. MILLSON. I know of but one myself, 
certainly there cannot be more than five of them, 
in favor of the reopening of the slave trade. Per- 
haps there is no gentleman in the North who will 
be more ready and more cager than the southern 
members, in resisting it; yea, and who will take 
more pleasure in denouncing those criminals, in 
the South or elsewhere, who are connected in any 





way with the introduction of slaves from Africa, 
in violation of our laws. 

I say for one—and I am sure that I speak the 
sentiment of the southern people generally—that 
it is not merely because it is the law, and must 
be executed; but I tell you, if you, gentlemen of 
the North, should to-morrow repeal the law abol- 
ishing the slave trade, I would myself introduce 
a bill to suppress it, and urge its passage warmly 
and earnestly. By what right, then, does the 
géntleman represent, or imply, that the people of 
the South are desirous to revive the African slave 
trade? It is opposed by us on every principle of 
humanity, policy, sentiment—on every principle 
that can make it odious to you. 

You have no more right to charge upon the 
southern people a disposition to reopen the slave 
trade because of the perpetration of isolated crimes 
connected with the introduction of slaves from 
Africa into certain southern ports, than I have 
the right, which you earnestly protest I have not, 
to charge you with aiding or approving the recent 
outrage of Brown and his associates at Harper’s 
Ferry, because he had his birth-place and resi- 
dence in a northern State. 

_Mr. HATTON. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and Mr. Goocn having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro-tempore, Mr. Cur- 
Tis reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the Union generally, and particularly House 
bill No. 338, to provide for the payment of out- 
standing Treasury notes, to authorize a loan, to 
a and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes; and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 


And then, on motion of Mr. COLFAX, (at |! 


a quarter past four o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


| nection, it might involve unnecessary expense. 


| the committee to inquire into the expediency of | 


| . | 
expense incurred, of course I shall have no ob- | 


1899 


IN SENATE. | bia, praying authority to transfer its effects to the 

Wenpnespay, May 2, 1860. Columbian Institution for the Instruction of the 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gur.er || Deaf and Dumb and the Blind; which was re- 

The Fourbal of Marday last was read and ap- || ferred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
* + . “ 4 c 4 ‘ . 


oe || bia. 
proved. 7 . ¢ || Mr. LATHAM presented two petitions of cit- 
COURT OF CLAIMS. | izens of Mendocino county, California, praying 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate |} the establishment of a mail route from Cloverdale 
reports of the Court of Claims, made in pursuance || to Long Valley, in that State; which was referred to 
of law, adverse to the claim of Edward Sangster, || the Committee on the Post @ffice and Post Roads. 
administrator of Hugh West, deceased; the claim || He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
of Daniel Nippes; and the claim ofJohn P. Norton. || ture of California, in favor of the establishment 
Also, reports of the Court of Claims, made in |} of a mail route through the Henness Pass in the 
pursuance of law, in favor of the claim of Richard | Sierra Nevada; which was referred to the Com- 
S.Coxe; the claim of Alexander M. Jackson, ad- |} mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
ministrator of John Gorman; the claim of Nehe- ||| He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
miah Garrison, assignee of Moses Perkins; and || ture of California in favor of a liberal appropria- 
the claim of Danford Mott; accompanied by the || tion for taking the census in that State; which was 
following bills: | referred to the Committee on Finance. 
3ill for the relief of Richard S. Coxe; | Mr. LANEpresented the memorial of J. Alexis 
3ill for the relief of Alexander M. Jackson, || Port, praying indemnity for losses sustained by 
administrator of John Gorman, deceased; || being forcibly dispossessed of certain tobacco, 
Bill for the relief of Nehemiah Garrison, as- }| purchased by him at a sale, by an officer of the 
signee of Moses Perkins; and || Gnited States Army at Pucbla, in Mexico, during 
Bill for the relief of Danford Mott. || the late war; which was referred to the Commit- 
The bills and reports were referred to the Com- || tee on Commerce. 
mittee on Claims. ‘|| Mr. GREEN presented the memorial of Seth 
He also laid before the Senate a letter of the || Driggs, a citizen of the United States, residing at 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, returning, in || Caracas, Venezuela, complaining of the delays 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, the || and expenses to which he and other citizens of the 
papers in the case of Dent, Vantine & Co.; which || United States have been subjected, in the prose- 
was ordered to lie on the table. cution of their business with the minister of their 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. | Government, and praying that the powers and du- 
He also laid before the Senate a messave from || U¢S °f our ministers abroad may be more clearly 
the President of the Waited States | comanunica- | defined and established by law; which was re- 
: : . ar ose ... || ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
ting, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- | a 
ate of the 2d of February, 1859, requesting in- | PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
formation in regard to the compulsory service of || On motion of Mr. GWIN, it was 
citizens of the United States in the army of Prus- || Q;dered, That Dent, Vantine & Co., have leave to with- 
sia, an additional report from the Secretary of || draw their petition®nd papers. 
State, and the document accompanying it. | ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. SUMNER. Those papers are supplement- | A Y : 4 sain 
; i é . 4 d message from the House of Representatives, 
ary to the large volume of papers already ordered fl he Wile. Weatene: iée tees stl that the 
to be printed by the Senate; and I ask the unan- || 3), ee ene eee eee ee a] a 
imous consent of the Senate that they be printed || Speaker had signed the following enrolled bills; 
. . . on || which thereupon received the signature of the Vice 
at once, in connection with those already ordered | Wuaciiinies: I 5 
to be printed. | think the chairman of the Com- |i 4 yill (S. No. 73) for the relief of Mrs. Anne 
ee on Printing will concur with me in that || M. Smitl ‘our of Manet Whalen Chdnetak Paral 
mation. || M.§ mith, widow of Brevet Major General Persi- 


. . ‘ . . '| fer F. Smith; Mrs. Harriet B. Macomb, widow 
r. I C . >, 8S | ¢ 2 - |] . Fa “ : , 
Mr. FITCH, Possi sly, if done in that con | of a General Alexander Macomb; and Mrs. 


Arabella Riley, widow of Brevet Major General 
| Bennet Riley; and 

A bill (8. No. 219) for the relief of Stewart 
MacGowan. 





The document heretofore ordered is already in 
print. Perhaps it would be better to request 








having them embraced.in the same volume. If it | 
can be done, it will be; but an imperative order 
would be a different thine. \| Mr. BROWN asked, and by unanimous con- 
Mr. SUMNER. I think there can be no diffi- || sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
culty on that point, for the Printer has already || 426) to dissolve the Washington’s Manual Labor 
been advised that the documents would be sent || School and Male Orphan Asylum Society of the 
in by the Department. District of Columbia, and to authorize the trans- 
Mr. FITCH. If there is to be no additional || fer of its effects to the Columbian Institution for 
the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb and the 
jection; but, on the contrary, would prefer that || Blind; which was read twice by its title, and 
it should be embraced in the same vakaes. referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in |} lumbia. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 





the chair.) The motion to print carries the doc- 
ument to the Committee on Printing, unless unan- | 
imous consent be given to the contrary. If | 
there be no objection, the question will be taken | 
on the printing at this time. The Chair hears | 
none. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SEWARD presented a communication’ | 
from C. 8. Drew, late adjutant of the second regi- 
ment of Oregon mounted volunteers, giving an 
account of the origin and early prosecution of the 
| Indian war in Oregon; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs and Militia, and 
© motion to print the communication was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. BROWN presented the memorial of the | 
president and directors of the Columbian Institu- | 
tion for Instructing the Deaf and Dumb and the 
Blind, praying that authority be granted to the 
trustees ofthe Washington’s Manual LaborSchool | 
and Male Orphan Asylum of the District of Co- | 
lumbia to transfer its effects; which was referred | 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. || tion of the island of San Juan, asked to be dis- 
He also presented the memorial of the trustees || charged from its further consideration, as the 
of the Washington’s Manual Labor School and | House had already ordered the printing of the 
Male Orphan Asylum of the District of Colum- || usual number; which was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FITCH, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a motion to print the mes- 
sage of the President of the United States, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, the instructions to Mr. McLane when ap- 
pointed minister to China, reported in favor of 
printing the usual number; and the report was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was refagred a motion to print a petition of citi- 
zens of Texas, praying the erection of a light- 
house on or near the north breakers at the entrance 
of the harbor of Galveston, and the restoration of 
the light-vessel lately removed from the entrance 
of that harbor, reported in favor of printing the 
usual number without the map accompanying the 
petition; and the report was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the report of the 
Secretary of State, communicating, in compliance 
with a resolution of the Senate, the report of 
Henry R. Crosbie, Esq., relative to the ae. 
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Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to whom was referred the bill 


THE CONGRE 


(H.R. No. 320) for the relief of the heirs of Rev. | 
James Craig,deceased, reported it without amend- | 


ment, and adversely. 


CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be instructed 
to communicate to the Senate the amount due the Chippe 


|| sum of $36,711. 





| ‘ . ° . i| 
| purpose of paying claims of certain members of the | 


Mr. COLLAMER. And the only business, 


Shawnee tribe of Indians, presented to Congress || 


| atits present session, for depredations committed 

on their property by citizens or inhabitants of the 
| United States, the bill proposes to appropriate the 
The claims are to Ke adjusted 


SSIONAL GLOBE. 


|| and paid under the direction of the Secretary of - 


was of the Mississippi and Lake Superior, under ninth | 


article of treaty made with those Indians 30th September, 
1854. 
DISTRIBUTION OF LAWS, ETC. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have been instructed by the 
Joint Committee on the Library, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (S. No. 5) for sup- 
plying the Choctaw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw 
nations with such copies of the laws, Journals, 
and public printed documents as are furnished to 


the Interior, under the rules and regulations pre- | 
scribed in the sixteenth section of the ‘‘Act to | 


| regulate trade and intercourse with Indian tribes, 
and to preserve peace on the frontiers,’’ approved 





__ May 2, 





Mr. WADE. And the only business. I believe 
that was the understanding on both sides of the 
Chamber, and I am very anxious that that bil] 
should be disposed of first. In every other re. 
spect I do not care when the resolutions come up, 
I do not wish to interfere with them.. I will in- 
= of the Senator from Mississippi whether 
Tuesday or Wednesday next will not answer his 


| purpose as well as Monday? 


June 30, 1834; but it is not to be incumbent upon | 
|| the parties claimant, from the peculiar condition 


of affairs in the Territory of Kansas at the time 


|| the spoliations were committed, to show that the 


| 


offenders were apprehended and brought to trial. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs reported the 


|| bill with two amendments. The first amendment 


the States and Territories, to report the same | 


back to the Senate, with a recommendation that |! 


it do pass. I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution, which directs that the Choc- 
taw, Cherokee, and Chickasaw nations of Indians, 
through such agent as they may designate, shall 
be furnished by the Secretary of the Interior with 
such numbers or volumes of the laws of the Uni- 
ted States, the Journals of Congress, and docu- 
ments printed by order of Congress, as are sup- 
plied to the States and Territories of the United 
States. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 

Mr. PEARCE asked, and by tnanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 34) in relation to the works of the 
exploring expedition; which was read a first time, 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
that resolution at this time. I will state that the 
subject was before the Committee on the Library 
at the last session of Congress. No reference of 
it has been made at this session; but it has the 
approbation of the committee, and I suppose 
there will be no objection to acting upon it at 
once. It provides for giving a copy of the works 
of this expedition to the Naval Academy at An- 
napolis, and another to the Government of Swit- 


i 


| was to strike out, in line one of section two, the 
words, ‘‘that said claims,’’ and insert * that the 
whole or such part of said claims, as shall be 
| proved to his satisfaction;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 


That the whole or such part of Said claims as shall be 
| proved to his satisfaction, shall be adjusted and paid under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, &c. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment of the committee was in 
line five of section two, to strike out the words 
| ** the sixteenth section of;’’ so that the clause will 
| read: 
| Under the rules and regulations prescribed in the “ Act to 
| regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes,” &c. 
‘yr 
| ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. Ishould like to know whether 
any report accompanies the bill, and whether the 
| claims have been examined or recommended by 


| 5 
|| the Department? 


zerland. In the distribution originally made by 
Congress, by some oversight, Switzerland was | 
omitted. All the other European Powers have 


been furnished with the works of the expedition, 
and it is proposed now to give one to Switzer- 
land. I hope the joint resolution will be acted 
upon at once. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was read a second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs that two copies 


of the works of the exploring expedition, so far | 


as they can be supplied from the copies ordered 
to be deposited in the Library of Congress for 
preservation, by the resolution of February 20, 


1845, and the residue of those works as they shall | 


be completed, shall be delivered to the Secretary 
of State; one copy to be presented by him to the 
Federal Republic of Switzerland, and the other to 


the Naval Academy at Annapolis, in the State | 


of Maryland. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SHAWNEE INDIANS. 

Mr. CLARK. I move that the Senate now 

— to the consideration of the bill, H. R. 
Yo. 368. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Let the title of the bill be 
read for information. 

Mr. CLARK. 
for depredations committed by the whites upon 


it is before the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 


‘in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the bill (H.. R. No. 368) to provide payment for 
depredations committed by the whites upon the 
Shawnee Indians in Kansas Territory. For the 


It is a bill to provide payment | 


| 





i 


|| mitted to the Department. 
|| companied by proof. The committee thought the 
I ask the Senate to act upon | 


Mr. CLARK. I will state that there is a report 
from the House. The bill has passed the House, 


ill. These claims have all been sub- 
They 


| panies the 
come here ac- 


proof was not quite definite and sufficient enough, 
| and have taken this course to allow the Secretary 

of the Interior to pay them, upon proof that shall 
be satisfactory to Sian: The claims are all specific, 
| and are all accompanied by some proof, but not 
= suflicient, as the committee thought; so they 


Interior, to be paid when the proof is made suf- 
ficient. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in, and or- 
dered to be engrossed; and the bill was ordered to 
be read a third time. It was read the third time, 
and passed. 

RELATIONS OF STATES. 


Mr. DAVIS. When, some time since, I intro- 


to have a vote upon them; and also announced 
that I had no wish to discuss them; that if I did 
do so, it would be the result of remarks which 
should be made by others. At a subsequent pe- 
riod I found it necessary to defend them from some 
criticism, and asked that they should be made a 
special order. It was done—for yesterday. Cir- 


rendered it impossible to obtain a vote upon them 
then, as it would be to-day, and, perhaps, for any 
time during this week; and as my purpose is 
rather to get a vote than to discuss them, as I 
never proposed to deliver any lengthy essay “pen 
them, I ask the Senate now that they may be taken 
up, in order that they may be made a special order 
for Monday next. 

Mr. WADE. I hope that neither those reso- 
lutions nor any other business will interfere with 
the consideration of the homestead bill, which was 
assigned for to-day; but I doubt whether there is 
a quorum present, or even if there was, whether 
it would be proper to go on with so important a 
measure with so thin a House; and therefore, if 








|| there is any unwillingness to take it up, I shall 
the Shawnee Indians in Kansas Territory. do | 


not think there will be any objection to it, when 


not urge it, for the reason that the Senate does not 
seem to be full. If it should go over, therefore, 
I do not know but that assigning Monday for 
those resolutions would, perhaps, interfere with 
the consideration of the homestead bill, which, by 
a kind of implied understanding, was to be the 
first business in order when we really commenced 
business. 


esire to refer them back to the Department of the | 


duced a series of resolutions, I stated my desire | 


cumstances, to which it is unnecessary to advert, | 





and the vepeet of the House committee accom- | 











r. DAVIS. I never will contest with any one, 
and I do not believe I ever have, on a question of 
priority; and if the Senator has any special desire 
to have the homestead bill set for next Monday, 
instead of taking it up some time this week, if we 
should have a sufficient attendance, | of course will 
_ not press the consideration of the resolutions on 
that particular day; but I have no preference for 
one day over another. 

Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator from Mis- 
| sissippi will, as a matter of necessity, have to make 
some extended explanation of those resolutions 
when they come up, and as Monday is generally 
conceded to gentlemen who have presented im- 

ortant questions before the Senate, to address the 

enate on those questions, I think if those reso- 
lutions were permitted to be taken up on that 7 


’ 
in order that the Senator from Mississippi might 
address the Senate, that on Tuesday we could 
take up the homestead bill and complete it. I 
think the Senator from Mississippi, dihengh he 
has not indicated as much, will be required, by the 
| importance of the question presented, to speak 
somewhat at large. I think that would be the 
proper course. Let those resolutions be made the 
special order for Monday, with the distinct un- 
derstanding that on the next day the homestead 


bill will be taken up and proceeded with. The 
| Senate may be more fall on Tuesday than on 
| Monday. 

| Mr. WADE. Iam not particular about it. I 


do not know whether we shall get through with 
| the homestead bill before Monday; but from the 
condition in which we appear here, it seems to me 
we will hardly be able to do much business this 
week. We may, perhaps, be able to get through 
with the bill. Ido not know that there is any 
objection to taking it up to-day. This is the da 

which has been assigned for its consideration. If 
there is no objection, I shall move to take it up; 
but if there be any objection on the other side of 
the Chamber, I shall feel bound to pass it over. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Senator 
will allow me to suggest to him that I think the 
Senate is entirely too thin to take that bill up. I 
should be very averse to it myself. At the time 
we made the understanding it was not in contem- 
plation at all that we should be reduced to the 
condition in which we now find ourselves during 
this week. It was the universal belief that we 
| should take it up and go on with it during this 
week; but that was under very different cireum- 
stances from those which we row find around us. 
Iam sincerely anxious to go on with that bill; and 
as far as one, at least, is concerned, I feel pledged to 
| agree to take up nothing that shall come in con- 
flict with it. I think, however, one day might 
well be conceded to the Senator from Mississippi, 
im the position in which he is, and as it is upon 
business which cannot occupy much time. I 
should be pleased myself to do so. 

Mr. WADE. I make no resistance to the mo 
tion of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Mississippi 
to take up the resolutions indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the resolutions. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that they be made the 
special order for Monday next, at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


OREGON WAR DEBT. 

Mr. LANE. I desire to give notice that I shall, 
| to-morrow morning, move to take up the bill (S. 
No. 11) providing for paying the expenses in- 
curred by the Territories of Oregon and Wash- 
| ington in sup ressing Indian hostilities in the 
years 1855 and 1856;nd I hope that I shall be 

_ able to get it up then. 


REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. IVERSON. If there is no other business 
before the Senate, I move that the Senate take up 
‘a bill on the Private Calendar—I do not remem- 
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ness, 4 ber its number—to refund back to the State of || Mr. HOUSTON. I hope that the gentleman |) yeas and nays upon the motion that there be a cali 
believe Georgia certain moneys expended by her for rev- || from Georgia will withdraw his objection. || of the House. 
of the olutionary claims. It has been reported by the || Mr.CRAWFORD. I willsay a word in reply Mr. MAYNARD. Would it be in order to move 
lat bill Committee on Revolutionary Claims. || to the gentleman from Indiana. fo not respons- that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
her re. Tine PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- || ible for the absence of members, or the fact that || resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on ~ 
me up, * ator from Georgia indicate the number of the bill | the House lacks the presence of a quorum of its || the state of the Union? (Cries of * No!” ** No!”’} 
Will in- ; he desires taken up? } members. It isa matter for those who are absent, The SPEAKER. It would not be, pending a 
‘hether : Mr. IVERSON. I do not know the number. | between themselves and their constituents. Ifthe || call of the House. F 
ver his I withdraw the motion for the present, as the Sec- || House of Representatives be composed of two || Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman from 
retary seems unable to find it. || hundred and thirty-seven members, then, sir, I || Indiana will, under the circumstances, withdraw 
ly one, : ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. || think that sixty or seventy ought not to be per- || his motion for a call of the House. So far as I 
wath On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, it || mitted to transact business. My judgment isclear jam concerned, I was in favor of the introduction 
desire ae e | on that point. || of the bill of the gentleman from Illinois, and of 
apr pk Ord ed, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to || Mr. COLFAX. I do not want the gentleman | all other bills, and let them be referred. The mo- 
» If we é Pe on Friday next. ™ || from Georgia to misunderstand me. 1 do not de- | tion will only result in breaking up the sitting, 
ae will ; EXECUTIVE SESSION. || sire that we shall take up disputed questions and || for I presume there is no quorum present. Gen- 
ONS on 4 Mr. GWIN. If there is no other business be- || determine them; but I do think, after we have || tlemen are desirous of making speeches, and I 
ice for fore the Senate, I should like to have an executive || waited patiently for ten days, that gentlemen who || think the House had better go into the Commit- 
‘i omnia iin aaah time. “I move that the Senate || have bills ought to have an opportunity to intro- || tee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union. _ 
s Mis. roceed to the consideration of executive business. || duce or to report them for reference. || Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As there is 
make The motion was agreed to; and tM Senate pro- || Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. It occurs to me, || apparently no quorum present, and as gentlemen 
ma ceeded to the consideration of executive business; | enti epee cr He erate od tnent aes | wail wil oe ee I wil, 2 ate 
d inv. and after some time spent therein, the doors were 1 oon , “dec ' hi "Ho. ing entered in . between | . . raw his motion, move -_ . re rules be 
| reopened, and the Senate adjourned. | the two sides of this House. I do not ask action | suspende d, and that the House resolve itself into 
$8 the I , ) on the bill, and I do not favor that affirmative or || the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
: reso- Tee ees i ee eee negative votes should be taken on bills that may || Union. 
t cay, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | be presented. All I desfre is, that bills may be ||} | Mr. DUNN. I would be glad to accommodate 
might Wepnespay, May 2, 1860. | presented for reference to appropriate committees. || the gentleman. I desire to say that I did not make 
could The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer | Mr. WINSLOW. Bills referred lay the foun- || the motion, because gentlemen on the other side 
it. | by Rev, J. L. Raaiorr 4 yer || dation for action hereafter. || objected to the introduction of the bill offered by 
gh he tI ya nal of esterda was read and red } Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Thatis true; but |) the gentleman from Illinois. We shall have no 
»y the edesianacmasietd hibisiitinted EROS PONT Tes | I desire only to send this bill to the committee, |! quorum present until we have a call of the House. 
speak MORMON DIFFICULTIES. ‘| where this business has been under consideration. || For that reason 1 made the motion. I desire that 
ve the The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- || The matter of the tariff has been before the Com- || the country shall know who absent themselves 
de the sage from the President of the United States, trans- || mittee of Ways and Means, and they have report- || from business. And I will keep this course up 
ct un- mitting, in compliance with the resolution of the || ed upon it, and I am anxious and solicitous that | during the Chicago convention. 
stead House of Representatives, March 26th, 1860, re- || this bill should gothere before final action is taken || ‘The SPEAKER. There has been a response, 
The questing ‘copies of all official correspondence || upon that subject. I have no personal feeling in || and the Clerk will proceed with the call. 
in on between the civil and military officers stationed in || the matter, nor is this a favorite measure of mine. || The roll was then called, when the following 
x Utah Territory, with the heads or bureaus of their || Mr. CRAWFORD. Suppose I should with- |} members failed to answer to their names: 
a. | Departments, or between any of said officers, illus- |} draw my objection to the introduction of this bill, || Messrs. Adrain, Ashley, Babbitt, Barksdale, Barr, Bar- 
with trating or tending to show the condition ofaffairs in || and suppose afterwards another gentleman should mene Beale, Bocock, Bouligny, Branch, Brayton, Briggs, 
n the anid Territoryainec the Int dav of Octobee 2087, || ask vermiesion to a _ v. ce bristow , Brown, Bure h, Burlingame, Burnett, Burrow hs, 
! y> y ry ’ permission to have another bill, looking to an || Carey, Horace F. Clark, John B. Clark, Clemens, Clark B. 
to me and which may not have been heretofore officially || appropriation or for the relief of somebody, or in || Coctirane, John Cochrane, Conkling, Cooper, Corwin, Cox, 
3 this : published,” reports from the Secretaries of State || reference to a private claim, referred to a commit- || James Craig, Burton Craige, Davidson, John G. Davis, 
ough and of War, and the documents by which they | tee, and I should object to that, would not gentle- || oe soe een De ee aes See 
;any i were accompanied; which was laid upon the table, |} men turn round tome and say I did not object || Seenee. Coach. Geka. Hale, ital, ee ae , 
. . and ordered to be printed. || to the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois? || Harris, Haskin, Hatton, Hawkins, Hill, Hindman, Hughes, 
n. if . COURT OF CLAIMS REPORTS. | Really, I have no objection to allowing this bill to || a ee en ar 
. ot ‘ : 1} » Larrabee > y» Leach, Loge “ & » 
et The SPEAKER also laid before the House re- } be ee i, the ‘ae of Ways and Means, || Lovejoy, Maclay, Elbert S. Martin, MeClernand, MePher” 
; ports from the Court of Claims in cases numbered || as the gentleman desires; but other bills will be |) son, McQueen, MeRae, Miles, Millward, Montgomery, 
ver. from 249 to 255 inclusive: which were referred \| introduced for reference to the various committees, || Sydenham Moore, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Morse, No 
bator j to a Committee of the Whole House, and ordered || 2°4 ™y opinion is, that if bills are allowed to be a thy eens Set Sarge ~ inane 
« the ; to be printed; the bills being considered as sev- || Teterred, that is almost equivalent to their return | eee acai Stent, nguan’ Thacker, Wutatin, Uae 
». I erally read the first and second Gene | from the committees with a recommendation that || derwood, Vallandigham, Van Wyck, Verree, Waldron, 
time : OO  e reees: 2 ] they do pass; and the only way I have to prevent |; Walton, Israel Washburn, Webster, Whiteley, Wilson, 
tem- ‘ _IRON vOR CENTRAL RAILWAY. | bills passing for the relief of private persons, is to |) Wood, and Wright. 
» the } Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I } object, at such times as I may have an opportunity || During the call, 
ring 5 ask unanimous consent of the House to introduce, || to ‘do so, before they are referred. 5 | Mr. LEAKE said: Mr. De Jannerre has just 
t we } for appropriate reference, a bill sent me by one || The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the || received a letter from home, unnouncing the se- 
this ; of my constituents to exempt from duty iron that || introduction and reference of this bill? || vere sickness of a child, and he is preparing to 
~‘um- may be used b the Central ‘American railway. || Mr. CRAWFORD. With the statement just || leave for home. 
i us. 4 Mr. CRAWFORD. I must object that any || made, I will not object to this bill. | Mr. REYNOLDS stated that Mr. Granam was 
-and business should be done in the present thin con- || The bill was read by its title, as follows: | paired off with Mr. Dimmicx until the latter part 
ed to : dition of the House. om || A bill to exempt from duty the iron forthe Cen- ] of this week. 
con- Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I do not propose |} tral American Railroad Company. | Mr. MALLORY stated that Mr. Bristow was 
ight ; action on the bill at this time, but only that it | Mr. WINSLOW. I object || confined to his room by sickness. 
‘pi ‘ shall be referred to the Committee of Wa d ‘ 1 To Ar. C “AX stated that Mr r 
ppi, ysand || Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman from || Mr. COLFAX stated that Mr. Watpron was 
Ipon Means. : North Carolina will not object. I think the other || paired off with Mr. Kerrr until Friday of this 
. I Mr. CRAWFORD. I have uniformly op- || side of the House has been very liberal to us in || Week at noon. 
— the transaction of any business while the || the absence of our friends, and T hope gentlemen | Mr. AVERY stated that Mr. Wricur was de- 
mo ouse was without a quorum; and I do not per- || will allow this bill to be referred. pe opposed || tained at his room this morning by indisposition. 
Pi ceive any good reason why I should now pursue || to the bill; but I would like to have it presented || | Mr. WINSLOW stated that Mr. Rurrin was 
tion a different course. be and referred to the committee. || detained at home by sickness. 
ippi Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I trust that the || Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Ido notsaythat || Mr. HOARD stated that Mr. Burrovens was 
) gentleman will not interpose objection to the in- || | am in favor of this bill. I do not express any || at home sick. 
re- 4 troduction and reference of the bill. Whatharm || opinion upon that point; but I desire that it should 
: can be done by its reference? || Mr Crate, of Missouri, upon all political ques- 


go to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


the { Mr. COLFAX. I would like to know, Mr. | tions, until his return from Charleston. 
Speaker, how long the business of this House is | 


| Mr. ALLEY stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. WINSLOW. I object. | 


Mr. QUARLES stated that Mr. Hinpman had 





hs | 
c. 3 | 7 
to be held in abeyance? I have no desire, and | CALL OF THE HOUSE. ! been called home on account of the sickness of his 
4 believe none of the members on this side of the | Mr. DUNN. I move that there be acall of the || wife, and was paired off with some gentleman 
all House have any desire, to take advantage of the || House. I'think it is time that we should go to '| upon the other side. 

3’ : continued absence of members of the Democratic | business. Let gentlemen who are absent bear the || Mr. ASHMORE stated that Mr. McQueen 
, side; but I cannot understand what objection || respoysibility of obstructing it. | was paired off with Mr. Leacn, of Michigan. 
i : there can be, after we have patiently waited for i he motion was agreed to. || Mr. ROYCE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
- ten days, to members who have bills introducing || Mr. COBB. I demand the yeasand naysupon | Morriti, was paired off with some gentleman 
be : them for reference. page | a call of the House, that the record may show || upon the other side of the House; and that his 

: Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. Iam sure that || who made the call. | other colleague, Mr. Watton, was confined to bis 
; the objection will be withdrawn to the introduc- || The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas || room by indis osition. 
4 tion and reference of the bill I have indicated. || and nays is too late, as the question is already Mr. ENGLISH stated that he was paired off 
eas : The Committee of Ways and Means will exam- || decided. with Mr. Porrie. ' 
up ine it, and report to us whether itis right or wrong || _Mr.COBB. I want the record toshow whoare || Mr.S8TRATTON stated that he was paired off 
ah that the bill should be passed. I do not propose || desirous to break up the session; and I want you, || with Mr. Wuirte ey during his absenceat Charles- 
to act on .t now. |! gentlemen reporters, to note that I samended the ' ton, 
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Mr. Bansirr. 

Mr. GARTRELL stated that Mr. Harpeman 
was paired off with Mr. Kenyon. 

Mr. ASHMORE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Mives, was absent on account of indisposition. 

Mr. LEAKE stated that he was paired off with 
Mr. Corwin. 

Mr. TOMPKINS stated that Mr. Tueaxer 
was absent on account of the severe indisposition 
of his wife, and had paired off with Mr. Davis, 
of Indiana. 

The names of the absentees having been called, 

Mr. CASE moved that all further proceedings 
under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. COBB. Is there a quorum present? 

The SPEAKER. A quorum have answered 
to their names. 


Mr. COBB. 


vention cannot do anything, we can. [Laughter.] 

The motion was agreed to; and all further pro- 
ceedings under the call were accordingly dispensed 
with. 


KEEPING OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS, 


Mr. PETTIT. Llask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report back, from the Joint Com- 
mittee on the Library, a bill, with a view to put 
it upon its passage. It is a matter of importance, 
and it ought to be acted upon at once. It involves 
no question upon which there will be any differ- 
ence of opinion among gentlemen of the House. 
It is House bill No. 665, which has been printed, 
and laid upon the desks of members, for some time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that in all 
eases where the number of copies of any docu- 
mentis insufficient to supply one institution there- 
with, upon the designation of each member of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, as re- 
quired by existing law, the same may be distrib- 
uted by the Secretary of the Interior to such in- 
corporated colleges, public libraries, athenzums, 
literary and scientific institutions, boards of trade, 


ETC. 


I want to show that we have a | 
quorum; and to show that, if the Charleston con- |! 


Mr. CRAWFORDstated that Mr. Unperwoop | after be provided for, each of whom shall likewise | One of the largest points in my district, where 
was paired off until the 6th of next month with || 
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be entitled to receive one copy of the Statutes at || there is a post office—a presidential appointment 


Large; that fifty copies of the American State 
Papers, now in course of publication, as author- 


| ized by act of June 12, 1858, shall be deposited 





or public associations, as he may select; that the 
documents of the second session of the Thirty- | 


Fifth Congress shall be sent to the same insti- 
tutions which were designated to receive those 
of the first session; and in all cases hereafter, the 


selection of an institution to receive the documents | 
ordered to be published or procured at the first | 


session of any Congress shall control the docu- 
ments of the entire Congress, unless another des- 
ignation be made before any distribution has 
taken place under the selection first made; pro- 
vided, however, that where the same work is 
printed by order both of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, the duplicates may be sent to 
different institutions, if so desired, by the mem- 
ber whose right it is to direct the distribution; 


that one set of the works of John Adams, and | 
four sets of American State Papers, volumes four | 


and five, shall be distributed to the institutions 
described by law, on the designation of the mem- 


bers of the Senate and House of Representatives | 


of the present Congress, which designation shall 


also control the distribution of an equal number | 


of each of the volumes thereof yet to be published; 
that instead of five hundred copies of the Biennial 


* Register, or Blue Book, now ordered to be pub- 


lished, there shallin future be a two thou- | 


sand copies, to be distributed as the Statutes at 
Large are, or may be, distributed; that in lieu of 
the number of copies of the panares laws di- 
rected by act of April 20, 1818, to 

the officers of the Executive Departments, there 


»¢ delivered to | 


shall hereafter be delivered to the head of each | 


Department, including the Attorney General, for 
the use of those officers, a number equal to the 


number of copies which they are, or may be, en- | 
titled to receive of the Statutes at Large, published | 
by Little & Brown, under the provisions of the | 


act of August 8, 1846; that one copy of the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, published by au- 
thority of the act of August 29, 1842, shall be 








and kept in the library of the House of re- 
sentatives, twenty copies in the library of the Sen- 
ate, two copies in the congressional library, one 
copy in the library of the President, one copy in 
the State and territorial library of each State and 
Territory, and ten copies in each of the Executive 
Departments for the use of the officers connected 
therewith; and that all acts or parts of acts incon- 
sistent with the provisions of the bill be repealed. 

“Mr.MALLORY. I must objecttothe bill. It 
seems to me it provides for the printing of an 
additional number of books, which I am not pre- 
pared to vote for without further investigation. I 
dislike that feature of the bill which refers to the 
3lue Book. 

Mr.PETTIT. Ifthegentleman from Kentuck 


| will be kind enough to hear me upon that point 


am satisfied he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. MALLORY. I withdraw my objection 
for the present. 

Mr. PETTIT. The Blue Book is the official 
register of all the oflicer®of the Government, pub- 
lished biennially. It was directed to be done by 
an act of Congress in 1816, and the number was 
limited by that act to fivehundred. Since that time 
an act of Congress has required that of that num- 
ber one copy shall be furnished to every Senator 
andevery member of the House of Representa- 
tives, thus taking at once three hundred and eight 
copies out of the five hundred. The purpose of 
this register is, of course, familiar to every one. 
It is important to have it in almost every office of 
the Government, in the legations and consulates 
abroad, in all the Departments, and in the courts, 
and among the officers of the State and Territories. 
Indeed, there is hardly any point where public 
service is to be rendered in which officers are not 


| frequently required to invoke the aid of others at 


distant points, and it is necessary to know the 
names of such officers. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, since this act was passed, 
there has been a large increase of public offices, 
sometimes by the creation of new bureaus, in 


| some instances by the creation of new Depart- 
| ments,as in the case of the offices of Attorney 


General, as now constituted, and of the Secretary 
of the Interior; and it is necessary to furnish them 
in like manner. The number now supplied is in- 
sufficient; and the consequence is, that these De- 
partments of the Government are driven to the 
necessity of going to booksellers and making their 
purchases there, outside of the regular publication 
authorized by Congress. With a view of meee: 
ing the Departments, the purpose of this bill is 
to increase the edition, and thus bring it within 
the possession of the different Departments of the 
Government. 

Mr. MALLORY. On the information given 
by the gentleman, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I objectto the bill. I think 
it ought tobe discussed. ‘There are various prop- 
ositions in it of some importance. When the bill 
comes up regularly, I want to say something in 
regard to the Blue Book, for the last Blue Book 
was very disreputably got up, and is entirely un- 
reliable; and I do not want to have copies multi- 
plied of such a book as that. If it cannot be got 
up in a better manner, I should rather dispense 
with it altogther. 

Mr. PETTIT. I trustthe gentleman from Ala- 
bama will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I cannot withdraw it. 

Mr. GARTRELL. Then I object to further 
debate. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Itis evident that this bill can- 
not pass this morning; and I therefore move that 
the rules be suspended , and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


| of the Union. 


deposited in the office of the Secretary of the Inte- | 


rior, and one copy sent to each of the judges and 


to the solicitor of the Court of Claims, the judges | 


of the criminal and orphans’courts for the District 


Commissioner of Patents, and to the heads of 


auch other executive offices of equal grade as have || 


been established since the passage of the law dis- 
tributing the decisions, and to such as may here- 


Mr. PETTIT. [ trust that after the reflection 
of the gentleman from Alabama, on the manner 
in which the Blue Book is got up, I will be per- 


mitted to make a_remark. ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. [| used the word ‘* disrepu- 


‘| table.’’ I did not by that intend to impeach the 
of Columbia, the Commissioner of Customs, the 


motives of anybody. I simply mean to say that 
the Blue Book carries on its pages the evidence of 
inattention. It is inaccurate; and, as such, I ob- 


ject to having any multiplication of its copies 
without having something to say on the subject. 


| 


—is absolutely omitted out of the Blue Book. 

Mr. PETTIT. I recognize, in some respects, 
the correctness of the objection taken by the gen. 
tleman from Alabama. 'The Blue Book ought not 
to be prepared in the office of the Secretary of 
State, for the reason that that office has recent] 
taken the character of a foreign office simply. 

Mr. JONES. I object to debate. 

Mr. PETTIT. Then I move that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I do not wish my colleague 
to suppose that I have any objection to his bill, 
I merely made the motion because I saw that his 
bill mas not be passed to-day. 

Mr. PETTIT. Then I ask my colleague to 
withdraw his motion, in order that I may move 
to recommit the bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH. 
for that purpose. 

Mr. J NES. The bill is not before the House 
at all; and therefore the motion is not in order. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Then I renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union isin order. The question is on that motion. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iam in favor of that motion; 
but before the question is taken on it, I desire to 
give notice that, before we go into committee to- 
morrow, I shall move to make the tariff billa 
special order in committee, so that debate may be 
confined to that bill, and that we may get a vote 
upon itat as early a day as punctianbin: 

Mr.PETTIT. Iam informed that the reading 
of the bill is regarded as having been merely for 
the purpose of information. The bill is not, there- 
fore, before the House, and no motion to recommit 
is necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made to the 
reception of the bill. It was read simply for the 
information of the House. It is, therefore, not 
before the House. 


NEBRASKA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. GARTRELL. I have been requested by 
Mr. Estaprook, the sitting Delegate for the Ter- 
ritory of Nebraska, to present in his behalf a me- 
morial in regard to his seat, now contested by Mr. 
Daly, and to move its reference to the Committee 
of Elections, and that it be printed. 

It was so ordered. 


EXPLANATION. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. In regard 
to the matter between the gentleman from Vir- 


I will withdraw my motion 


ginia [Mr. Mitrson] and myself, yesterday, as . 


to the authority of a judge in writs of habeas corpus, 
I desire to have read an extract from the British 
law of 1816, so that there may be no misunder- 
standing of my position. I said, yesterday: 

* The gentleman will pardon me if [ again interrupt him. 
The gentleman knows that, by the English law, except in 
particular cases, the writ of habeas corpus allows the judge 
to inqufre into the facts upon which the imprisonment 
takes place, as well as into the regularity of the detention.” 


The gentleman from Virginia doubted the ac- 
curacy of my statement. Now, I merely ask that 
the third section of the act of 1816 be read. 1 
do not intend to reopen the debate or to say an- 
other word, but simply to show that I was not 
advocating anything very irregular. 

The Clerk read as follows, from the act of 56 
George III.: 


“And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, 
That in all cases provided for by this act, although the re- 
turn to any writ ot habeas corpus shall be goodand sufficient 
in law, it shall be lawful for the justice or baron before 
whom such writ may be returnable, to proceed to examine 
into the truth of the facts set forthin such return, by affida- 
vit or affirmation, (in cases where an affirmation is allowed 
by law,) and to do therein as to justice shall appertain ; and 
if such writ shall be returned before any one of the said jus- 
tices or barons, and it shall appear doubtful to him, on such 
examination, whether the material facts set forth in said re- 
turnor any of them be true or not, in such case it shall and 
may be lawful for said justice or baron to let to bail the said 
person so confined or restrained, upon his or her entering, 
into recognizance, with one or more sureties, or in case ol 
infancy or coveture or other disability, upon security by rec- 
ognizance in a reasonable sum, to appear in the court ot 
which the said justice or baron shall be a justice or baron, 
upon a day certain in the term following ; and so from day 
to day, as the court shall require, and to abide such order 
as the court shall makein and concerning the premises ; 
and such justice or baron shall transmit into the same 
court the said writ and return, together with such recogni- 
zance, affidavits, and affirmations; and thereupon it shall 
be lawful for the said court to proceed to examine into the 
truth of the facts set forth in the return, in a summary way 
by affidavit or affirmation, (in cases where by law atfirma- 









< de Pl I oe - 


5+ deren lasts 


ren 


‘Spiele ese 


i aeaiahsilins. 









ay 2, 


— 


? where 
intment 
ook. 

spects, 
ne gen- 
ight not 
lary of 
ecently 
ply. 


bill be 
rary. 
league 
is bill, 
hat his 


iwue to 
Y move 


motion 


House 
rder. 

otion. 

ules be 
elf into 
of the 
10tion, 
10tion; 
sire to 
‘tee to- 
 billa 
nay be 
a vote 


pading 
sly for 
there- 
ommit 


to the 
or the 
e, not 


ed b 

: Ter, 
a me- 
y Mr. 
Nittee 


ecard 
, 1lr- 
y, as . 


’ 
ritish 
nder- 


t him. 
ept in 
judge 
nment 
tion.’? 


€ ac- 
‘that 
4s 
y an- 
3 not 


f 56 


esaid, 
re re- 
icient 
efore 
mine 
flida- 
owed 
; and 
| jus- 
such 
id re- 
land 
said 
ering 
se of 
y rec- 
it of 
ron, 
1 day 
order 
ises 3 
ame 
ogni- 
shall 
> the 
way 
ma- 


: 
ra 


o> pierre cee 


we 


j 
bd 
a 





phe 


Seeks kv” iat aleri ocelot 





< 


Se ea ea 





1860. 











tion is allowed,) and to order and determine, touching the 
discharging, bailing, or remanding the party.”’ 

Mr. MILLSON. All that I wanted to do was 
to question the correctness of his interpretation 
of the statute; and I think the section that has just 
been read confirms the correctness of my inter- 

yretation. We have, at this day, a similar law 

on the statute-book of Virginia; and every justice 
must, as a matter of course, examine the correct- 
ness of the return. ; e 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I am sure, 
from the noise that prevailed in the Hall, that the 
centieman did not hear the exact intention of the 
law. Let me call his attention to the first portion 
of what was read by the Clerk: 

‘And be it further enacted by the authority aforesaid, That 
in all eases provided for by this act, although the return to 
any writ of habeas corpus shall be good and sufficient in law, 
it shall be lawful for the justice or baron before whom such 
writ may be returnable, to proceed to examine into the truth 
of the facts set forth in such return,” &c. 

It wil! be scen that the justice or baron may go 
behind the return. 


THE TARIFF BILL. 


The question was taken on Mr. EnGiisu’s mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Curtis in 
the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the payment 
of outstanding Treasury notes, toauthorizealoan, 
to regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes, on which Mr. Ene isu was en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. ENGLISH addressed the committee for 
one hour on the politica: issues of the day. [His 
speech will be published in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. DUNN. As my colleague has announced 
that his speech was not for effect here, but for 
home consumption, and as he has referred to the 


polities of ourown Stateas well as of other States, || 


and as he was the secretary of the constitutional 
convention of lodiana, of which I have a distinct 
recollection, as | was a member and voted for 
him 

Mr. ENGLISH. I thank the gentleman. That 
was only one of his many good deeds. 

Mr. DUNN. 1 desire to know whether there 
was any effort made in that convention to confer 
upon negroes the rights of suffrage? 

Mr. ENGLISH. I think that there wasa nom- 
inal effort of the kind made. 

Mr. DUNN. By whom, sir? 

Mr. ENGLISH. 1 cannot recall to my mind 
by whom. 

Mr. DUNN. Then, sir, I will refresh the gen- 
tleman’s recollection. ‘The only man in that con- 
vention who made an effort to confer upon negroes 





the right of suffrage was Mr. May, a Democratic | 


member of that body. 

Mr. ENGLISH. That is the old story alluded 
to heretofore by my colleague from the Wayne 
district, 

Mr. DUNN. It is true as well as old. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Hasthe gentleman any knowl- 
edge of the political whereabouts of Mr. May 
since that time, or now? 

Mr.DUNN. He isdeceased. [Great laughter.] 

Mr. ENGLISH. This is the same matter, Mr. 
Chairman, that was alluded to at an early period 
of the session by my other colleague. I have 
never known this Mr. May as a Democrat. I 
never heard him spoken of as a Democrat until 
the occasion when he was referred to by my col- 
league. He was never known in my section asa 
Democrat. [le was never recognized as guch that 
I know of. Certainly he did not express the opin- 
1ons of any portion of the Democratic party. 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that he was recog- 
nized by the Democratic party to be a Demecrat. 

Mr. DUNN. He was regularly nominated by 
a Democratic county convention. 

Mr. ENGLISH. He was then probably one 
of those men who, calling themselves Democrats, 
act invariably with the Opposition. @ 

Mr. ASHMORE. [understand the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Dunn] to state that this Mr. 
May was deceased. 

Mr. DUNN. I made that statement. 

Mr. ASHMORE. I would follow that fact up 
by inquiriag whether there was a vote in the con- 
vention upon the proposition itis stated Mr. May 
introduced. 


| 
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Mr. DUNN. ‘There was; and Mr. May was 
the only man who voted for it. 

Mr. ASHMORE. | would further inquir 
whether it was that vote thatkilled him? [Laugh- | 
ter.] 


Mr. DUNN. I think the strong probability is 
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him, decided that,as the constitution declared thot 
noe negro or mulatto should come into the State, 
it must be proved that the party attempted to be 
convicted js either a negro or a mulatto; that hie is 





|| a negro of full blood, or a mulatto of exactly half 


blood, or he would not enforce the law. That 


that Democracy was the cause of his decline and 
death. He was regarded as one of the most 
talented, purest, and best men in the convention. || Mr. HOLMAN. A somewhat notorious case 
Mr. ASHMORE. I was laboring under the |, occurred in the county of Ohio, which was atier- 
impression that his vote killed him, as I did not |, wards taken before the supreme court on appeal. 
believe that any other than a Black Republican || It was affirmed that the State had the power to 
could survive such a vote. | carry into effect the law which had been passed 
Mr. ENGLISH. Since my respected colleague | in obedience to the provision of the State consti- 
has asked me a question, may | inquire whetler | tution. My friend [Mr. Porter] will recollect 
he is not one of those who voted against exclud- |, the case, as he was then the reporter of the court. 
ing negroes and mulattoes from our State ? || Mr. PORTER. I recollect the case, and it was 
Mr. DUNN, I take great pleasure in answer- || this: a negro woman came into the county of 
ing the question. I have all my life lived upon || Ohiofrom another State and married a negro man. 
the border of Indiana, where I could look every |, It was held that, under the constitution, the mar- 
morning into a slave State. We hada constitu- | riage was void. 
tion, made by the men of 1816—by patriots—be- | And now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a sin- 
fore we had any mere patent Democracy. That | gle word more, because it seems singular to me to 
constitution contained no provision for the exclu- || hear niyself mentioned as an advocate of negro 
sion of negroes. While that constitution existed | equality. I cannot forget, if 1 would, that my 
we had no inundation of negroes upon us. We | grandfather wasa Kentuckyslaveholder. I cannot 


was a judicial decision in the Demoeratic county 
of Allen. 


stitution, and for that vote I have no apology to 
make, here or elsewhere. 


| sired such an emigration to the State. 


Mr. ENGLISH. 
the gentleman. 


Mr. COLFAX. Let me put a question to my 











colleague. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Let me first inquire whether 
the gentleman is not in the same category with 
my other collearue? 

Mr. COLFAX. My colleague must wait till 
| he answers my question. Is not the State of In- 
diana at present under Democratic rule? Is it 
not now under a Democratic Governor and State 
officers, and has it not been ever since the time of 


| the adoption of the revised constitution? and has | 
that constitutional provision for the exclusion of | 
negroes ever been entirely enforced at the State | 


| capital where that Democratic administration is 
installed ? 

Mr. ENGLISH. It has been invariably en- 
| forced, so far as my knowledge extends. 

Mr. COLFAX, | will state, from my own per- 
sonal knowledge, that in the city of Indianapolis, 
under the very eyes of the Democratic State ad- 
| ministration, a negro has gone there recently and 

become the minister of a colored Baptist church, 
without objection by any one. 


needed no constitutional provision on the subject. | 
I did vote against their exclusion under the con- | 


I will merely say that | 
my vote was so given, not for the reason that I de- | It is not probable, sir, with the prejudices of my 
| early education, that I would be likely to have too 
Then I did not misrepresent | 





forget, if L would, that my father was a Kentucky 
slaveholder. I cannot forget, if £ would, that per- 
haps a majority of those who are allied to me by 
blood are now citizens of the State of Kentucky. 


greay sympathy for negroes. In Indiana we have 
adopted a constitutional provision that no negro, 
whether he be bond or free, shall be allowed to 


|| come within its limits. Why was this provision 


adopted? Because it was believed that negro labor 
oa not to be suffered to come into competition 
| with white labor in Indiana. What is the policy 

of the Republican party? It is to exclude slavery 


| from the Territories for that identical reason; and 
|| in the canvass which I made in the sixth district 


| of Indiana, I always took that position. | never 
advocated the doctrine that negroes ought to be 

put upon a political or social equality with the 
white race. My colleague knows very well that 
the Republicans in Indiana advocate no such 
doctrine. He knows that we put our advocacy 
| of the exclusion of negroes upon the same ground 
| which it was put jn our State constitution—that 
negro labor ought not be allowed to come into 
competition with white labor m the Territories. 
Having lived both ina slaveholding and a non- 
slaveholding State, I think I know something of the 
| relative advantages of slave and free labor, and } 
| believe that the institution of slavery cannot be 


either morally or materially beneficent. 
| Mr. ENGLISH. My colleague [Mr. Cotrax} 
has made some remarks which might lead persons 
|, to suppose that there has been no effort to carry 
into execition the clausé of our constitution pre- 
cluding negroes and mulattoes from coming ite 
the State. 

Mr. COLFAX. I spoke of the city of Indian- 
apolis, the capital of the State, at which place is 
the Democratic administration of Indiana, because 
this was a legitimate reply to a Democratic speech 
on this subject. 

Mr. ENGLISH. The Legislature of Indiana, 
| since the adoption of that constitution, and when 

the Democrats were largely in the ascendeney in 

both branches, passed laws upon the subject of 

negroes and mulattoes generally, and quite as 

stringent for their exclusion as the constitutional 

provision itself, I have in my hand notes of ref- 
| erence to the Revised Code of Indiana, where these 
laws may be found. Here they are: 

1. Negroes and mulattoes not allowed to come 
into the State. 

2. All contracts with such negroes and mulat- 
toes declared to be void. 
| 3. Any person encouraging them to come, or 
| giving them employment, to be fined from $10 to 
$500. 

4. Negroes ang mulattoes not to be allowed to 
| 
| 
' 


Mr. ENGLISH. Then that accounts probably 
for the fact that a Republican now represents that 
district in this House. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. COLFAX. A Republican member of Con- 
gress has nothing to do with the administration of 
| the State constitution of Indiana. The Demo- 
cratic Governor,and the Democratic State officers, 
elected by the gentleman’s own party, are those 
to whose hands are committed the execution of 
| the State laws. 1 know something of the State, 
and I have not heard of a single case where that 
law of Indiana excluding negroes and mulattoes 
has been enforced, 

Mr. ENGLISH. So fur as my district is con- 
_ cerned, I must say that, as far as | am advised, 

that law has been enforced invariably. | may 
| refer to the fact that there ts not, so far as know, 
one negro in the county where I live. Ifa negro 
| comes there, the presumption is he comes in viola- 
| tion of law; and if believed to be a fugitive slave, 

the people take him up, sometimes without even 
| going before a United States commissioner, or 
| without appealing at all to the fugitive slave law, 
| If they believe him to be a runaway, they take 
| the responsibility of returning him to his master, 
| in view of their constitutional obligations. Our 
| courts, where men have been indicted for kidnap- 
| ping in such cases, have held that they had the 
| right to so return fugitive slaves. ‘They run the 
| Tisk, itis true, of taking a negro who may happen 
| to bea free man; butif it turn outthat he was not 
|a free man, but a slave, the courts presume that | 
the people acted as the agents of the master, who 
had a right to the slave’s services. 


Mr. COLFAX. That is aside from the matter || 





vote. (See vol. 1 as to each of these cases.) 

5. No negro, or mulatto having even one eighth 
part of negro blood, shall marry a white person; 
and punishes a violation of the law with from one 
to ten years’ imprisonment, and fine of from $1,000 
to $5,000. (Vol. 2, p- 422.) 


6. Any person counseling orassisting such mar- 


I am discussing. A judge in the Democratic riage shall be fined from $100 to $1,000, and the 
i 


county of Allen, when a case was brought before |! marriage.to be void. (Vol. 2, p. 438.) 
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testify against white persons, or send their chil- 
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7. Negroes and mulattoes are not allowed to | Now, I ask that the whole letter, that portion | before, > the logic of events now transpiring 
The words 


dren to the free schools with white children, or 
hold any office. 

That is our Democratic legislation as it stands 
upon the statute-book of Indiana. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Indiana, 
at the commencement of his speech, announced 
to the House that he would not permit himself to 
be interrupted during the progress of it, or I should 


have risen in the course of his speech to correct | 


him in some remarks he made, in which he de- 
signed to bring before the House, in what appears 
to me a false light, a letter of mine, from which he 


quoted a portion. He said that the letter, portions | 


of which he read to the House, he should take the || tion deserving more attention from all than it has hitherto re- 


liberty to append to his speech. 
Mr. ENGLISH. 
stood me. I stated distinctly, in order that the 
gentleman might not be misrepresented, that I 
meant to print the whole of the letter. 
Mr. DA 
the gentleman said he proposed to append the 
letter which I had written, to his speech; and per- 
haps, therefore, it would not ordinarily be neces- 
sary to say a word about it. But I wish to call 


ters in connection with it, so that the House, 

perhaps, can judge, by his course in reference to 

this letter, of the fairness with which the gentle- 
an has made extracts from other documents. 


He has been kind enough to loan me the copy | 


of the letter which he had, and whiclr I have not 
seen since it was written. I observe that, though 
he proposes to print it all, and would have the 
House and his constituents so understand, some 
portions of it are now erased. I beg the gentle- 
man, if he sends it to the printer, that he will do 
me the justice to have it printed in his speech as 
it was originally written. 

The gentleman says the letter was addressed to 
a convention of colored persons. That is nota 
matter of much importance, although it is not 
true—that isall. I would as soon address a letter 
to a convention of respectable colored persons as 


to an individual, as I did in fact. It was addressed | 


to a respectable gentleman, who wrote me a letter 
some two months after the convention, and to 
which letter | made a response. It did not come, 
in point of time, within two monthsof any conven- 
tion to which it referred, and to which the gen- 
tleman says I addressed it. 

A very respectable gentleman of my State wrote 
mea letter two months or so after the convention 
to which it refers, inclosing a copy of some reso- 
lutions passed by a convention in relation to the 
constitution of Oregon. Having no reference 
whatever to the equality—politically, socially, 
morally, or intellectually—of the black man, it 
came to me; and it was to that letter addressed to 
me by a gentleman residing in Boston, that I ad- 
dressed the answer which the gentleman has told 
the House I addressed to a colored convention. 
In that letter I allude to certain provisions in the 
constitution of Oregon; and my remarks in ref- 
erence to them, the gentleman said, I applied to 
every free State which had not put the negro upon 
a perfect equality, politically, socially, morally 
and, ifit could, intellectually. I stated in that let- 
ter, referring to the constitution of Oregon, that 

** A State whose constitution imposes upon any class of 
men, who have committed no crime, the disability that 
they ‘shall never have the right of suffrage ;’ ‘shall never 
hold any real estate ;’ ‘shall never make any contract ;’ 
‘shall never work any mine ;’ ‘shall never maintain any 
suit;’ or‘ come, reside, or be, within the State ;’? that such 
a State is called a free State, passes my comprehension. It 
isa false pretense and a fraud.”’ 

[ have stated nowhere in that letter that free 
States, or any other State, that have not chosen to 
put the negro upon an equality, politically, so- 
cially, morally, and, so far as it may be by edu- 
cation or other means, intellectually, with a white 
person, are a fraud and a false pretense. I have 
stated that nowhere; and the gentleman does not 
do me justice when he says that the remarks 
which | applied to the peculiar features of the 
constitution of Oregon—features, the like of which 
exist in no other State, free or slave, in my 
knowledge—stigmatized such as features which, 
when adopted by a State claiming to be called a 
free State, passed my comprehension, and were 
a false pretense. hatever may be my views 
upon that question, | made no mention of them 
in that letter. 
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WES. I was just saying so much: that | 
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crossed out, as well as that not crossed out, may | 


| be read at the Clerk’s desk. By it I stand, and 
| am willing to mek pa 
| The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


Nortna Apams, Mass., September 26, 1859. 

Dear Sir: Yours of the 12th, inclosing a copy of the 
resolutions recently adopted by a convention of colored cit- 
izens of New England, assembled at Boston, was received 
here in my absence from home, or it would have been sooner 
acknowledged. I am greatly obliged to the convention for 
the complimentary notice it was pleased to take of myself 
in one of its resolutions. 

The disabilities imposed upon free colored persons by the 
constitutions of many of the so-called free States have very 
properly found place in the deliberation of the convention. 
Indeed, the position which the free colored citizen shall 
hereafter occupy at the North has seemed to me to be a ques- 


| ceived. It lies, in my opinion, directly across the path of 

the emancipationist, and must be encountered and correctly 

settled before any permanent or healthy progress can be 

| made. The growing disposition in the new States that are 

| forming in the great West with such ra idity and on such a 

| magnificent scale to disfranchise, disable, and drive out the 

free negroes from their border, should be firmly met and coun- 

| teracted by those who make it the corner-stone of their politi- 
, cal creed that “‘ aL. MEN are created equal.”’ 

That a State whose constitution imposes u 


7 n any class 
|} of men who have committed no crime the 


isability that 


| they ** shall never have the right of suffrage ;”’ “‘ shall never 
the attention of the committee to one or two mat- || 


hold any real estate ;”’ *‘ shall never make any contract ;”’ 
“shall never work any mine ;”’ “* shall never maintain any 
suit;’’ or come, reside, or be within the State ;”’ that such 
a State is called a free State passes my comprehension. It 
is alla false pretense and a fraud. There is no real difference 
between the spirit which would incorporate such provis- 
ions into the organic laws of a State, and that which infa- 
mously declares that the “negro has no rights which the 
white man is bound to respect.’’ Itis high time, therefore, 
for those who believe that men have inalienable rights to 
meet and grapple this monstrous heresy. It well engaged the 


| attention of so intelligent a convention of colored citizens 
| assembled in New England, the only portion of the Union 
| where the rights of man, without distinction of color or 


race, or class, or condition, are secured to him by the con- 
stitutional guarantees. It must sooner or later, and better 
soon than late, arrest the serious attention of the statesman 
who hopes tor the perpetuity of the principles upon which 
the framework of our Government was founded. 


Respectfully, yours, UH. L. DAWES. 
WivuraM C. Net, Esq. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I am sure the gentleman will 
allow me tosay a single word, and thatis, that I be- 
lieve the constitution of Indiana is in all essential 
respects the same as the constitution of Oregon, 
and therefore the letter of the gentleman applies 
just as well to Indiana as it does to Oregon. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether the constitution of In- 
diana prevents a negro from maintaining a suit in 
her courts? 

Mr. ENGLISH. The constitution of Indiana 
denies to negroes and mulattoes the right to come 
into that State to live; it forbids white men from 
making contracts with them, or employing them 
in any capacity whatever; while it allows foreign- 
ers to vote after they have declared their intention 
to become citizens, and before they have taken 
the final oath. In all other essential respects, too, 
I think it coincides with the constitution of Ore- 
gon. 
~ Mr. DAWES. But I want to know whether 
there is a State in the Union, except the State of 
Oregon, in which a negro—I care not how humble 
or abject may be his condition—cannot maintain 
in some way a suit in courts of law? 

, Mr. ENGLISH. I think it would be held in 
my State that a negro coming there from another 
State could not bring a suit there, for the reason 
that the constitution and the laws deny him the 
right to come into the State atall, or to make a con- 
tract with anybody. He could not even contract 
with a lawyer to attend to his case without viola- 
ting the law. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. When the distinguished 
Senator from New Yerk, [Witiiam H. Sewarp,] 
in his Rochester speech in 1858, defined the an- 
tagonism between free and slave labor to be an 
irrepressible conflict, he announced a truth inher- 
ent in the two systems, and coeval with slavery. 
The same idea has been frequently expressed in 
different forms by the opponents and advocates 
of slavery in their discussions of the subject. If 
Mr. Sewarp, in the statement of this truth, is en- 
titled to the claim of originality, it is in the use of 
words expressive of ideas. He has been repre- 
sented as originating the antagonism, instead of 
defining it. He in apt words clearly defined what 
is patent to a student of history and to a careful 
observer of passing events, namely: that there is 
an irreconcilable antagonism between freedom and 
slavery. Itis being demonstrated, if it never were 
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ords freedom and slavery are expressive of 
| opposite ideas, and wherever the two systems 
come in contact, there must necessarily be conflict 
and antagonism. A line of policy which would 
encourage free labor would discourage slave labor; 
hence the conflict as to measures in the legislation 
of Congress affecting the two systems of labor, 
When, in fixing a tariff of duties upon imports, 
with a @iew to make the annual revenues of the 
Government equal its annual expenditures, a dis. 
crimination is made upon such articles as free 
labor produces, so as to afford incidental protec- 
tion, chen we find the advocates of free labor and 
the advocates of slave labor in antagonism on this 
floor. When it is proposed to encourage free 
labor by inviting it to occupy and improve our 
unoccupied public domain, by the passage of a 
homestead law, then we encounter the same an- 
tagonism. And so it is with every measure pro- 
posed having the least relation to either system 
of labor. The establishment of the fact of a con- 
flict between freedom and slavery, does not, as a 
logical sequence, determine which is right or which 
is wrong. I propose, therefore, briefly toexamine 
that question, and address myself to that inquiry. 
The advocates of slavery upon this floor have 
frankly and ably presented the question for our 
consideration; aI propose to meetit. If the 
system of free labor, as it exists in the free States 
of this Union, is wrong, we ought, as honest 
men, to abandon it, and adopt that higher type 
of civilization, as it is claimed, which exists in 
the slave States. If the system of slave labor, 
as it exists in the slave States, is right, we ought, 
under the Constitution of the United States, to 
extend to it that protection which its advocates 
claim for it. I maintain that slavery, as it exists 
in the slaveholding States, is wrong in every as- 
pect in which it can be viewed; wrong to the 
slave; wrong to the slaveholder; an injury to the 
material, industrial, political, social, educational, 
moral, and religious prosperity of any people 
who encourage or tolerate it; and, like all other 
sins which afflict society, the sum total of its re- 
sults is evil, and only evil. Slavery originated 
in motives of selfishness, of avarice, and of am- 
bition; in an age when, by the teachings of those 
motives, might was a synonym for right—when 
the weak, and unfortunate, and the conquered 
had no rights which the strong were bound to 
respect. [tis sustained at the present day, in 
and out of this Hall, by the same logic, and by 
the same motives. 7 
When the colonists of this country were ex- 
periencing the ae effects of the tyrannical 
measures of the Parliament and King of England, 
tending to reduce them to political slavery, they 
naturally began to inquire into the inherent rights 
of man, as a subject of civil government; and that 
inquiry, with the discussion incident to it, in the 
light of the learning which the progress of society 
up to that time had developed, resulted in the 
adoption of ‘*a platform’? of political principles, 
in harmony with the Divine law, which was in- 
corporated into the Declaration of Independence. 
The language is familiar to all, and I will not 
uote it. It isa clear and concise statement of 
the natural equality of all men to protection from 
Government, and to the enjoyment of ‘life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness.’’ It is erro- 
neously asserted and unfairly contended that the 
broad application, which the opponents of slaver 
make of this language, secures to all classes an 
conditions of people equality of social relations 
and of political rights. Social relations are 
prompted by natural affinities, and it is not the 
appropriate object of Government to interfere with 
em. Political rights emanate from Govern- 
ment, and the extent which they are to be en- 
joyed by and applied to particular persons, is 
addressed to the sound discretion of the law- 
making power. Natural rights emanate from the 
Creator, and Government cannot therefore im- 
properly interfere with them; and this is the sense 
in which th® Declaration of Independence declares 
all men created equal. We do not deny to wo- 
men their equality with men as to natural rights 
because we do not allow them the civil right to 
vote, and the same remark will apply to minors 
and unnaturalized foreigners. This statement in 
the Declaration, of the natural equality of men, 
wus the platform upon which the Revolution was 


fought. Its inspiring sentiments were its war- 
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